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N my return from France about a fortnight ago, I was 

not a little ſurpriſed to find the addreſs preſented to 

the — by myſelf and Mr. Watt, on the part of the 
Conſtitutional ſociety of Mancheſter, had been made a Sub- 
ject of Parliamentary diſcuſſion. I read the debates however 
without the ſlighteſt Intention of noticing them publicly, 
conceiving that in the preſent State of Mr. Burke's repu- 
tation, his ridiculous fears and intemperate Invectives would 
not furniſh a ſufficient reaſon to intrude myſelf on the public, 
in defence of Conduct which ſeemed to me to require no Apo- 
logy. But finding the grofs blunders and obvious miſrepreſen- 
tations of Mr. Burke adopted and retailed in ſome degree 
by a herd of parliamentary Orators, who ought at leaſt to 
have known enough of that Gentleman to be cautious of 
following where he led the way, I have been compelled 
to take up the pen in juſtification of my Conduct and In- 
tentions. I do this reluctantly and I ſhall do it imperfectly, 
for I have objects of more importance to myſelf to occupy 
my time and my thoughts at preſent, and I ſhall be obliged to 


intrench upon Moments that ſhould be otherwiſe 8 
b 2 


Having undertaken to juſtify my own Conduct upon this occaſion, it 
was impoſſible to avoid doing the ſame reſpecting Mr. Watt and the Man- 
eheſter Society : but I write without the Knowledge of, or any Comumuni- 


- 


ation with either. | 
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On the firſt peruſal of theſe debates I was amuſed at the 
unexpected importance thus given to Mr. Watt and myſelf, 
and I could not help feeling ſome little regret that Mr. Burke's 
Character was at too low an ebb for us derive much credit 
from his abuſe. Dreaded by his friends, the blind tool of 
his enemies, the Marplot of every political cauſe to which 
he conjoins himſelf, nothing that Mr. Burke could have 
ſaid would have induced me at this time to have troubled 
the public with one word of reply. But others having joined 
in this hue and cry of Ignorance and Inattention, Mr. Burke 
has once more the ſatisfadtion (probably for the laſt time of 
his life) to find himſelf the ignis fatuus of a party who un- 
der his guidance will ſoon plunge into ſome political Quag- 
mire, or the public will be ſtrangely miſtaken. For. the pre- 
ſent, however, I may venture to regard Mr. Burke's ſpeech 
as a proper 'Text for the Comments I have to make on this 
occaſion.— 

This Gentleman is reported (in the Morning Chronicle, 
and General Evening Poſt) to have expreſſed himſelf in ſub- 
ſtance thus: ““ That there were in this country, men who 
« ſcrupled not to enter into an alliance with a ſet in France 
« of the worſt traitors and regicides that had ever been heard 
« of, the club of the Jacobins. Agents had been ſent from 
« this country, to enter into a federation with that iniqui- 
&« tous club, and thoſe were men of ſome conſideration 
tc here, the names he alluded to were Thomas Cooper and 
c James Watt, (here Mr. Burke read the addreſs preſented 
« to the Club of the Jacobins by thoſe men on the 16th 
« April). He faid, this was nothing of fancy or invention, 
« but an avowal, that there were Clubs in this country who 
tc bound themſelves by a fœderation with thoſe regicides to 
« approve their conduct and act in concert with them; upon 
c this he dwelt for a conſiderable time with much ſeverity. 
&« He likewiſe could name others who avowed ſimilar prin- 
e ciples; for inſtance, Mr. Walker of Manchefter; and 
tc and what did thoſe people do, did they only give their 
« own ſentiments? No; by the anſwer of the Jacobins 
« club, it appeared that thoſe worthies of Mancheſter un- 
« dertook, from what authority he knew not, to repreſent 
5 all England; they ſpoke, and were ſworn into this fœ- 
+ deration, in the name of the people of England. This 
„led him to ſtate, that, however upright the motives of 
tf the Honourable Gentlemen near him might be, . 
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« muſt neceſſarily, in order to ſucceed in their object, unite 
« themſelves with ſome of the worſt men in the kingdom.” 
guch are the aflertions attributed to Mr. Burke, and I doubt 
not truly ſo, for they contain as much miſtake and miſre- 
preſentation as could well be crouded within the ſame com- 
paſs. It would be too hard in me to require from my old 
Antagoniſt, that his proofs ſhould accompany his aſſertions: he 
admits no ſuch Clauſe among his rules of Controverſy. 
Perhaps he is right, and having tried the experiment at ſome 
time or other without ſucceſs, he has declined the practice: he 
finds them probably like an ill- aſſorted Couple, perpetually 
at variance when together, and therefore beſt kept ſeparate. 
Under theſe Circumſtances I muſt be content to make out 
the Negative, as well as a negative is capable of being made 
out, and ſhew 

That this deſcription of the Jacobins as “ a ſet of the 
« worſt traitors and regicides that ever exiſted,” is a palpa- 
ble Untruth. 

That Mr. Watt and myſelf were nat ſent from this Coun- 
try expreſsly to enter into a Federation with this Club, al- 
tho' I ſee no objection to the meaſure if we had been. 

That the Mancheſter ſociety has not bound itſelf by any 
Conduct or expreſſion on the part of Mr. Watt or myſelf, 
to a general approbation of the Conduct of the Jacobins, 
or to act in concert with them. 

That we did not undertake to repreſent all England, as 
this parliamentary “ Worthy” thinks fit to inſinuate 
that we were not ſworn into any Fœderation, and that we 
did not ſpeak otherwiſe than as deputies of the Mancheſter 
Society. 

Perhaps alſo it will not be improper or difficult to ſnew, 


that a Correſpondence for the mutual Improvement and 


communication of political Knowledge between Societies of 
different Nations, ſo far from deſerving Reprehenſion, is 
highly expedient. 

That the Correſpondence of the Mancheſter ſociety, ſo 
far from being unprecedented, is no more than a repetition 
of the precedent already ſo honourably ſet by the revolu- 
tion ſociety of London. | 

That we are falſely charged with Sentiments and inten- 
tions hoſtile to the Conſtitution. 

And that Mr. Burke is probably miſtaken in 
us the worſt Men in the Kingdom, while he is alive to 
make the aſſertion. 

With 
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With reſpect to the Jacobint, who have been the ſubjeQ 
of ſo much ignorant abuſe, the ſimple fact is this: Early in 
the Progreſs of the French Revolution, a number of pa- 
triotic Societies were formed at different places, and under 
different Appellations, to diſcuſs the politics of the Day, 
and propagate the principles of general Liberty. One of 
theſe Societies, called the Hriende of the Conſtitution, becom- 
ing numerous, rented a part of the old Convent of the Ja- 
cobins, at Paris, for the purpoſes of their Meetings. The 
diſcuſſions that took place there, and the occaſional publi- 
cations iſſued from thence, attracted the public attention 
ſo ſtrongly, and coincided fo well with the Sentiments of 
the People, that the Conſtitutional Society at the Jacobins, 
ſoon became the largeſt and moſt important of the patriotic 
Societies of France, and ſimilar correſponding meetings un- 
der the fame appellation of „ Friends of the Conſtitution,” 
were formed in moſt of the principal towns of the king- 
dom. The Jacobins, therefore (as they are called from the 
place of meeting of the Pariſian Society) conſiſt of a large 
part of the French people; a deciſive proof of their Merit, 
and a full reply to the Calumnies of their Enemies. 

Mr. Burke calls them Tra:tors and Regicides : what mean- 
ing (if any) he affixes to theſe Appellations I know not; in 
the common acceptation of the words, the Aſſertion can- 
not be true. 'The Society at the Jacobins, exerciſe no pub- 
lic function they are not Officers of State, legiſlative, exe- 
cutive, or judicial they have no public truſt repoſed in 
them—and they do nothing but debate political Subjects, 
and now and then direct the publication of a political diſ- 
courſe. Upon the very face of it therefore, this Aſſertion 
of Mr. Burke has either no meaning, or a falſe one. They 
cannot be Traitors, for as Jacobins, they have no poſt, Office 
or Duty to fulfil, or betray. As Individuals, they are like 
the component parts of all other human Societies, good and 
bad, and indifferent: but if the good did not greatly pre- 
ponderate, they would never have experienced the ſupport 
of their fellow Citizens, or the Invectives of Mr. Burke; 
nor would they have become the objects of hatred and 
dread to the deſpotic Governments of their European 
Neighbours. 

Equally falſe or unmeaning is Mr. Burke's appellations of 
Regicider, as applied to the Jacobins. The King of the 


French is alive, and chooſes his Miniſters from among the 
Members 
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Members of this very Society—who—have not yet © hurled ___ 


him from his 'Throne.” 

Nor were Mr. Watt and myſelf ſent from this Kingdom 
for the purpoſe of eſtabliſhing any political Correſpondence 
whatever. He left this Country upon the Commercial 
Concerns of the houſe in which he is engaged, and I ac- 
companied him as a relaxation from a long-continued 
plication to buſineſs here, and becauſe I was glad of the 
Opportunity of viſiting Paris with a Man whom I love and 
eſteem, and whoſe Introductions to Society there, were the 
ſame with my own. The Circumſtance of our being at 
Paris, occaſioned the Deputation to be ſent to us from 
Mancheſter, and we had been there near a Month before 
we received it. This is no farther worth notice than to ſhew 
the Inaccuracy and ſyſtematic exaggeration of the Man 
who has undertaken to accuſe us. 

We are charged with having bound ourſelves by a Fœ- 
« deration with theſe Regicides, to approve their Conduct, 
« and act in concert with them.” —Thus much it is true we 
have ſaid, viz. „Our ſociety will be happy to join its ef- 
« forts to yours in propagating thoſe important principles 
« of Liberty, which alone can fix on a firm and immov- 
« able Baſis the Empire of Peace, and the happineſs of 
« Mankind.” There is no other Sentence in the addreſs 
to which this charge can poſſibly allude. Such is the ſpeci- 
fic purpoſe for which we have undertaken to act in concert 
with the Jacobins. Mr. Burke, who complains ſo griev- 
ouſly of this federation, is therefore by his own Confeffion 
the declared Enemy of all attempts to “ propagate the ge- 
« neral principles of Liberty, and promote the empire of 
« peace and the happineſs of Mankind. 

Nor did we undertake to repreſent all England—Nor did 
we ſpeak in the Name of the People of England, but di- 
rely otherwiſe Nor were we ſworn in any Manner, or in- 
to any fœderation whatever Theſe Accuſations are evidently 
the effects of a diſturbed Imagination: they are mere Burl- 
nt; Aſtertions without proof, and invective without Ar- 
gument. There is no evidence whatever, (nor can there be 
any) that we ſpoke any thing at the Jacobins but the words 
contained in the addreſs we have publiſhed, in which there 
is not one ſyllable in ſupport of the Aſſertions thus hazard- 
ed dy Mr. Burke, but an expreſs declaration that we ad- 
dreſſed the ſociety of Jacobins merely as the Me” 
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the Mancheſter Society. The Anſwer of the Preſident, 
and the Letter to the Conſtitutional Society here, we give 
as we received them, not conceiving ourſelves at Liberty 
(even if we had been willing) to make the ſlighteſt alter. 
ation, or in any way reſponſible for the Sentiments contained 
in them. But in neither of thoſe papers can I find any thing 
like proof of Mr. Burke's Acculations. This charge, there- 
fore, (if it be correctly reported) is a groſs Impoſition on 
the Houſe of Commons in which it was delivered—an attack 
upon the Character of Mr. Watt and myſelf, which no con- 
duct of ours has authorifed—and neither more nor leſs than 
a flagrant Untruth. I call upon Mr. Burke to contradict or 
to prove theſe Aſſertions aſcribed to him: and if (even in 
his own Opinion) he has any Character of Vpracity to loſe, 
to vindicate himſelf from this public Impeachment of it. 
Perhaps, however, this « right honourable Gentleman” 
will ſhelter himſelf under the fancied Conſequence of his 
own Character. —Perhaps he regarded theſe Aſſertions as 
mere figures of Speech—fiftions of oratory—ſpecimens of 
elegant Invective, in which he thought himſelf at Liberty 
to indulge at the expence of the more vulgar quality of 
Truth—or, perhaps, feeling how he himſelf would have 
acted in our Situation, he unluckily meaſured us by his own 
Standard, and riſked the Charge. 

This outcry againſt the Exiſtence and mutual Correſpon- 
dence of political ſocieties, foreign and domeſtic, is no flight 
argument of their Utility. It amounts to proof that this 
means of communicating Knowledge to the Public, is likely 
to be attended with beneficial effects to the beſt Intereſts of 
Mankind, or it would not be an object of ſo much alarm to 
the penſioned Advocates of Ariſtocracy. The People now 
ſee the great Importance of political enquiries, and exten- 
ſive influence of the Maxims of Government, which ope- 
rate directly or indirectly on every moment of our Exiſt- 
ence, and every action of our Lives. They perceive much 
to learn, and much to unlearn on the queſtion of civil go- 
vernment; they expect as their right, a free acceſs to all 

ceable means of Information, and exclaim with reaſon, 
« we will be kept in the trammels of implicit belief r no 
6 longer.“ 

However plain and ſimple the true principles of govern- 

ment may be, when diveſted of that garb of complication 


and myſtery in which State- craft has enveloped them, it is 
certain 
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certain that they are not yet fully ſettled among thoſe who 
profeſs to write, and reaſon on the Subject. The beſt po- 
litical writers of the preſent day, among the Englith and 
French, are not agreed on points of contiderable moment; 
and Mr. Burke himſelf has taken no ſmall pains to magnify 
the difficulties attending a branch of Knowledge of which, 
he dreads while he promotes the public diſcuſſion. Difficul- 
ties there are; ſuch as ignorance and artifice have created: 
but if they exiſt, (of whatever kind they may be) why 
throw obſtacles in the way of enquiry, and deny the means 
of removing them? At any rate Mr. Burke, whoſe time 
for two years paſt, has been chiefly occupied in publiſhing 
diſcourſes of political myſticiſm, ought to be the laſt to cry out 
againſt any Source of Information on a ſubject which he 
has laboured ſo indefatigably to obſcure. —Equally aware, 
that public ignorance is the Intereſt of Courts, and public 
Information the Intereſt of the People, the patriotic Socie- 
ties of France and England, profeſs the ſame general prin- 
ciples of equal liberty, and have preciſely the ſame genera/ 
object in view, viz. the Improvement and Propagation of 
political Knowledge. In France, as is natural they diſcuſs 
the temporary occurrences of their own Country; We, 
thoſe of ours; but the ſame Science and the ſame Principles 
are equally applicable to both. Theſe Societies, in each 
Kingdom, entertaining therefore the ſame gen ral deſign of 
extending the bounds of Knowledge on the moſt important 
of all Subjects of enquiry, can it be deemed improper or 
unbecoming, that they ſhould mutually communicate for a 
common purpoſe? Is there any impropriety in the phr/2/z- 
pbical Societies of London, Paris, or Stockholm, correi- 
ponding for the Improvement of Chemiſtry, or experimen- 
tal Philoſophy? On the contrary, do they not all court 
Correſpondencies as the moſt effectual means of diffuſing 
Information? Why then ſhould ſocieties inſtituted for the 
promotion of political Knowledge, be debarred from the 
common means of Improvement? If it be a Crime to en- 
lighten the People upon the Subject of Politics, why not ſay 
lo at once, and take that ground of Accuſation: if it be 
no crime, why deny the common methods of Communica- 
tion permitted and adopted in every other branch of human 
Science? If (with reſpe& to Mr. Watt and myſelf ) it be 
faid that our Correſpondence with the Jacobins was with 
other views, and for other purpoſes of ſeditious xion, 
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F appeal to the facts, I deny the charge, and I challenge the 
oof. Let him who ſhall hereafter make the accuſation, 
and ſhrink back from the Proof thus called for, take the 
only reply I ſhall condeſcend to give on ſuch an occaſion, 
Mentiris impudentiſſime. | 
But after all, why this anxiety among the Governments of 
Europe (our own , among the reſt) to ſtop the progreſs of 
Knowledge, and cut off the ſources of political Information? 
Why this dread left the People (the Swwirih multitude, as 
their friend, Mr. Burke, calls them) ſhould think too much, 
and reaſon too much on their own rights, and their own 
Intereſts? leſt the deep veil of myſtery, which State-craft 
has thrown over the ſcience of Government, thould per- 
chance be withdrawn, and the tranſactions of Court-Politics 
be expoſed to public Obſervation? If the foundations of 
theſe gaudy ſuperſtructures be unſound, this Conduct is eaſily 
explained: but if Governments do actually mean well, it 
their principles and actions will bear examination, why this 
general dread of Inveſtigation? Why give room to ſuſpect 
that « Men love darkneſs rather than light—becauſe their 
deeds are Evil.” 

This Correſpondence of the Mancheſter Society with the 
Jacobins, is not only juftifiable as being nothing more than 
a purſuit of the ſame means which every other European 
Society has adopted to improve, and extend its common 
object of Inveſtigation, but is ſupported by Precedents di- 
rectly in point, long known to the public, and which have 
hitherto excited no fears or apprehenſions that I have 
heard of, except in the viſionary brain of Mr. Burke, the 
communis Ri xator upon theſe occaſions. The late Dr. Price, 
and the preſent Earl of Stanhope, in the Year 1789, con- 
ducted a Correſpondence exactly of the ſame kind, (and 
containing the ſame Sentiments with thoſe expreſſed by Mr. 

Watt and myſelf in our addreſs,) on the part of the Rew- 
lution Society of Landon, with the national Aſſembly of France, 
and various patriotic Societies of that Kingdom. This correſ- 
pondence has ſince beenextended tothe following Facebine doci- 
eties, Viz. THE FRIENDS OF THE CONSTITUTION at Paris, Aix, 
Alais, Arras, Auxerre, Amiens, Bourdeaux, Breſt, Bay- 
onne, Bourges, Bergarac, Calais, Chalon-ſur-ſaone, Cxeſſey, 
Cherburg, Clermont-Ferrand, Chartres, Cognac, Dijon, 
De Marrennes, Grenoble, Honfleurs, Havre, Hieres, Lille, 
Liſicure, Limoges, Largon, La Rochelle, L'Orient, Mon- 

| | targis, 
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targis, Montpelier, Marſcilles, Nantes, Niſmes, Orleans, 
pontoiſe, Poitiers, Rouen, Rennes, Straſburg, St. Servan,, 
Tours, Loulouſe, Verſailles, Valence and Virez and the, 
Letters to and from all theſe ſocieties have been, regularly, 

inted for public Information.—Moreover the French. Co- 
lours uſually diſplayed at the dinners of the Revolution ſos, 
ciety in London, are a preſent from ſome of theſe Jacobin ſo- 
cieties, and, (as I underſtand) the Britiſh flag which hangs up 
in the hall of the Jacobins, at Paris, combined with the 
Colours of France and America, was a preſent from the. Rev 
yolution ſociety: emblems in each Country of mutual a 
and good will. 

Had Great Britain and France been at enmity together 
when theſe Correſpondencies took place, (as Great Britain 
and America were, when Mr. Burke correſponded with 
Dr. Franklin and Mr. Laurens), ſomething might have been 
urged againſt the propriety of this Intercourſe; altho' the 
communications of private ſocieties for the purpoſe of im- 
proving the Theory of political Philoſophy, would have 
been hardly reprehenſible under any Circumſtances; and in 
compariſon of Mr. Burke's Correſpondence on the occaſion 


juſt mentioned, would have been highly expedient and praiſe- 


worthy. - But fortunately for both Countries, Great Britain 
and France are not at war together, but at peace. For their 
mutual good, and for the good of Mankind, may they ever 
continue ſo! Our Communication with the Jacobins there- 
fore, has not one tint of the ſuſpicious Complexion of Mr. 
Burke's Correſpondence above noticed. But the infatuated 
forgetfulneſs, the infolent inconſiſtency of this man, ara 
now lmoſt proverbial: he has long ceaſed to bluſh for him- 
felf; let his friends, if he has any, bluth for him. 

The Syſtem of the former Court of France (like that of 


every court unchecked by the influence of the People), was 


War, and even in this Country we have been abſurdly and 
impiouſly taught to ſpeak of the French as of our natural 
Enemies. As if the benevolent Author of nature had pur- 
poſely ſown the Seeds of perpetual diſcord between his com- 
mon offspring! But the Idea is blaſphemy: if we have been 
enemies, we have been, not natural, but artificial Enemies. 
By nature we are brethren as well as neighbours; by the 
mtrigues of courts and of miniſters, we have been matually 
beaſts of prey, The French, firſt of all, ſaw the folly and 
the wickedneſs of this long-continued Syſtem of periodical 
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hoftility and ſnarling peace. The have ſaid, „We will be 
« your enemies no longer; it neither ſuits our Intereſt or 
« our Inclination: we toe at length, that in this mutual 
« State of animoſity between nations, the authors of 
our evils are the gainers by them, while the Sword, and 
« the famine, and the peſtilence, are the wretched Lot of 
« the deluded People.” Much to their honour the Revo- 
lution Society of London, were the firſt to offer their Con- 
tulations to the French on the adoption of this Syſtem of 
enevolence and Peace. And much as I think to their 
honour, the Society of Mancheſter have trodden in the 
ſame path, and expreſſed the ſame Sentiments. But if it 
be a Crime to wiſh earneſtly for « the fraternal Union of 
« all Men; for the Empire of Peace, and the happineſs of 
% Mankind,” the Mancheſter ſociety and their Deputies, 
muſt plead guilty to the Charge. To me, however, it ap- 
cc aſtoniſhing” (in the Language of Dr. Price, and 
the Duke de la Rochefaucault, reſpecting the Correſpond- 
ence between the Revolution ſociety of London, and the 
French patriotic Societies“), * if any perſon who has within 
c him a Spark of Zeal for Liberty and human happineſs, 
cc ſhould be able to read theſe papers without delight. We 
, ſee in them, the dawn of a glorious day, (when ſhould 
* ſentiments congenial to thoſe of France prevail in Britain), 
ce two nations at the head of the world, convinced of the 
«© Folly of War, and laying aſide Jealouſies, ſhall embrace 
« each other, and form a fraternal and intimate union; not 
« for the vile purpoſes of Avarice and Conqueſt, but to 
« ſpread the Knowledge of human rights, to extend the 
« bleflings of Juſtice and Liberty, and to promote Peace on 
« earth, and good-will toward Men.” 

Such are the only objects, ſo far as I know of the patrio- 
tic ſocieties of France or England, which I have at any time 
frequented, or with which I am connected, and they are in 
fact, the only objects intended or expreſſed in the addreſs 
which gave ſo much offence to Mr. Burke, and which re- 
ceived the panegyric of his invectives. 

But what muſt be the Complexion of that Man's mind, 
who can be irritated to a degree of political Inſanity at theſe 
expreſſions of Friendſhip and Benevolence towards our 
Neighbours and Fellow Creatures? Who ſickens at the 
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rival Nations. Who entertains no Sentiments of Compaſ- 
fion, but for the rich and the great, the Kings, and the 
nobles of the earth! Who can contemplate without emo- 
tion, the proſpect of Bloodſhed and Devaſtation among Mil- 
lions of the devoted Victims of Pride and Deſpotiſm, and 
who bewails with feminine Lamentation, the loſs of a nick- 
name or a Gewgaw, the broken play things of a puerile 
Nobility! Who ſeems to regard the people as fit only for the 
Goad, and the Whip, and the Spur; for Labour without 
Intermiſſion, in Peace; for ſlaughter without Commiſeration, 
in War — And who, blaſpheming againſt human nature it- 
ſelf, impiouſly terms the great Maſs of Mankind, the Swin- 
% Multitude ! 

If the PeoPre, in this right honourable Gentleman's opi- 
nion, be Swine, no wonder at his antipathy to any Society 
which profeſſes to regard the rights of the People. Rights 
whoſe exiſtence he expreſsly denies, and whoſe defenders 
he treats as the friends of Anarchy and Confuſion, and the 
diſturbers of the peace of Society; the cant terms of ariſ- 
tocratic abuſe againſt thoſe who aflert the Rights of Man, — 
But in contempt of Mr. Burke, I appeal to the PeorLE; 
whom in perfect oppoſition to him, I regard as the only claſs 
of the community worth appealing to; and I call upon 
them to judge what credit is due to this Man's accuſations, 
and what is the Complexion of the Cauſe that requires his 
Support! 

Thus much, the unexpected notice taken of our correſ- 
pondence with the Jacobins, has induced me to ſay in juſ- 
tification of Mr. Watt and myſelf, as Deputies fa the 
Mancheſter Society. I cannot help regarding it as a dii- 
grace, not to us, but to the Nation, that any Circumſtances 
ſhould have made a juſtification neceſſary. It remains 
only reſpecting this part of my Subject, to make a few ob- 
ſervations on the apparent irregularity of the parliamentary 
diſcuſſion it occaſioned. 

The Conſtitutional Societies of Great Britain and France, 
(the Jacobins among the reſt) are not public but private ſocie- 
ties. They interfere in no public buſineſs any farther than to 
expreſs their Opinions of public Tranſa&tions—they exerciſe 
no public functions they are no part of the legiſlative, exe- 
cutive, or judicial powers of either Country they are neither 
more nor leſs than amicable meetings of Individuals, aſſembled 
to diſcuſs political Queſtions and occurrences, and to commu- 
nicate to each other and the public, political Knowledge; —— 
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ther acting nor arrogating beyond their right, as Individuals of 
doing the ſame. If a Petition, for inſtance, were preſented to 
the Houſe of Commons from the Conſtitutional ſociety of 
Mancheſter, or the Revolution ſociety of London, I appre- 
hend it could not be received; ſuch bodies not exerciting 
any public function, nor being officially cognizable under 
thoſe Appellations. | 

Being no Member of the Legiſlature, I do not pretend 
to be converſant in the forms of parliamentary proceedings, 
but I cannot help thinking at preſent, that it is ſomewhat 
Irregular to notice with Reprehenſion in the Houſe of Com- 
mons,”* the Actions of private ſocieties, or of Individuals, 
who, if they have done wrong, can be puniſhed by the 
Laws of the Land, and who, if they cannot be puniſhed, 
have done no wrong; for the Laws of every Community are 
the only meaſure of public right, and public expedience. 
The Attack upon Mr. Watt and myſelf, therefore, in the 
Houſe of Commons, ſeems, in the firſt place, to have been 
irregular, for our actions were not within the Cognizance of 
that houſe, but of the Laws of our Country. 2dly. It was 
imprudent in thoſe who introduced it, and in the houſe who 
permitted it; for it expoſed the Imbecillity of the Proceed- 
ings, and the unmeaning waſte of time occupied by the de- 
bate. 3dly. It was unjuſt, becauſe the houſe ought not to 
have permitted an accufation againſt the Conduct of Men 
who had done nothing contrary to any known law of the 
Land. If our actions were illegal, why not direct the At- 
torney general to proſecute? If legal, why accuſe us? If 
the penal Code be not already ſufficiently voluminous—if 
it be too ſcanty to reach the Offence, why not add to the 
Sanguinary Catalogue of Pains, Penalties, and Prohibitions ? 

We are farther accuſed (in common with ſeveral of the 
patriotic Societies of Great Britain) of no leſs a deſign than 
that of overturning the Britiſh Conſtitution. 

What the Deſigns of thoſe Societies are, I know not, ex- 
cept from their publiſhed reſolutions and declarations, in 
which I cannot diſcover the lighteſt proof of any ſuch Inten- 
tion. The chief, and indeed almoſt the only object of every 
ſuch Inſtitution with which I am acquainted, is, ſuch a Re- 
form in the parliamentary Repreſentation of Great Britain, 
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ſhall uniformly ſpeak their Sentiments. At preſent, that 
houſe does not conſiſt of the Repreſentatives of the people, 
but of Lords and rich Land-holders; of Miniſters and 
Borough Mongers, who “ buy and fell Seats in Parliament 
« as openly and notoriouſly, as Stalls for Cattle at a Fair. 
who buy and fell the people, their nominal Electors, as if 
they were dlaves appurtenant to the Soil—who treat them 
as the worſt ſpecies of Slaves, buying and ſelling their voices 
and inclinations; dealing in the Conſciences of their Ten- 
antry, as a fair object of traffic, and who profit without re- 
morle, by the wreck of public Virtue! Such (in 

part) is a Britith Houſe of Commons: ſuch are the herd who 
wallow in the Sunſhine of Miniſterial Approbation, and 
fatten upon public Corruption—who cry out againſt all re- 
form, as dangerous to the State, becaule it is dangerous to 
their own Syſtem of Iniquity—who ignominiouſly treat as 
diſturbers of the public peace, all thoſe who call upon them 
to cleanſe this Augean Stable. Who are aware of the No- 
toriety of the facts ſo repeatedly charged upon them, and 
are content to vomit forth in reply, their indiſcriminate 
abuſe, and lull the public Clamour by diſguſting panegyrics 
on their own immaculate Integrity! But the people are 
nauſeated with this repeated Soporific. They are alive to 
the neceſſity of ſome deciſive Alteration. Having intro» 


duced the queſtion of Reform till it became a periodical jeſt, 


and having experienced ſo frequently, the inſolent Cenſure, 
or ſovereign Contempt with which their humble Petitions 
have been treated, they may in time become weary of a Prac- 
tice which they have ſo repeatedly and ineffectually tried; 
they may demand hereafter what they petition for now; 
and at ſome moment of intolerable provocation, they may 
be induced to regard their ſelf- elected aſſembly of Repre- 
{entatives, as a © houle of ill-fame,” and in the energetic 
language of Mr. Burke's prophecy, they may “ be tempted 
« to go to work the ſhorteſt way, and abate the Nuiſance. 
At preſent there is reaſon to believe, that about 70 or 80 


Perſons are enabled to ſend an efficient Majority of Mem- 


bers to Parliament, ſo that the Houſe of Commons is in 
tact, the Repreſentative of this virtuous band of ariſtocra- 
tic electors. It is not true, therefore, that this Govern- 
ment is a Government by King, Lords, and Commons, for the 
commons or people, are nt repreſented. —«< The Commons of 
« England in Parliament aſſembled, is a phraſe falſe and 
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abſurd; it ſhould be the deputies of the Ariſtocracy in Par- 
liament afſembled! If a wiſh to reform this manifeſt abuſe, 
be the ſame with an intention to overturn the Britiſh Con- 
ſtitution, I moſt certainly admit the charge; but [ am ſe- 
rioufly and decidedly of Opinion, that in the preſent Circumſtan- 
ces of this Country, no Man can be juſtified in going farther 
than a complete and effftual reform in the Repreſentation of the 
People, and the duration of Parliaments. Theſe are my Sen- 
timents : theſe are the Sentiments of my political friends, 
whether in or out of the patriotic ſocieties of this Country, 
with which I am connected. If my conduct or opinions 
ſhall again be deemed worthy of public Notice, I hope, af- 
ter this declaration, I ſhall not again be peſtered with the 
ſhallow, malevolent fictions of my adverſaries, nor accuſed 
without proof, of meditating deſigns which I thus publicly 
diſavow. 

It is with doubt and heſitation that I can bring myſelf at any 
time to coincide with Mr. Burke's opinions, aware, as I am, 
of his habitnal, —_— of thinking, and knowing his per- 
petual tendency to dreſs up error in the meretricious garb of 
eloquent declamation, and impoſe her upon the world for 
truth. At preſent, however, I cannot help agreeing with 
him, that « the burthen of proof lies heavily on thoſe who 
« tear to pieces the whole frame and Contexture of their 
« Country.—That, in their political arrangements Men 
« have no right to put the well being of the preſent gene- 


. ration wholly of the Queſtion.—And that a fore and 


« preſſing evil muſt be removed, and a great and unequivo- 
cal good muſt be probable almoſt to a certainty, before 
« the well being of a number of our fellow Citizens is paid 
« for a revolution.“ If ever we ought to be ¶ conomiſts, 
« even to parſimony, it is in the voluntary production of 
« evil. Every revolution contains in it ſomething of evil.” 

Theſe are, without doubt, Circumſtances of ſerious Con- 
ſideration, fairly applicable to the preſent State of this Coun- 
try, and which wiſe and temperate men will not fail to 
weigh. They ſpeak ſtrongly in favour of an amendation of 
the preſent Syſtem rather than a Revolution, of which the 
evil would be grievous, extenſive, and inevitable. 

In fact, what is right in Theory is one thing: what is ex- 
pedient in Practice, is frequently another. As a queſtion 
of true Theory and abſtract diſcuſſion, the Controverſy re- 
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over.“ Among thoſe who have attended to the ſubject im- 
partially, it is impoſſible to deny that an hereditary Mo- 
narchary, an hereditary Nobility, hereditary Legiſlators, 
and hereditary Judges, are indeed excellently well calculated 
to make the happineſs and welfare of the many, ſubſervi- 
ent to the pride and emolument of the few, but have a de- 
cided tendency to counteract the great object of all Govern- 
ment, the good of the People. Abſtractedly confidered, or 
with reference to a new-formed State, there is good reaſon 
to regard them as Incumbrances, abſurd and uſeleſs, dan- 
gerous and unjuſt. | 

Suppoſe a Conſtitution about to be new-formed, and that 
of Great Britain propoſed as the Model. Such a propoſal, 
believe, was made at one time in America, and is actually 
made at this moment by one part of the French Male- 
contents. 

The firſt abſurdity that ſtrikes one, on the face of ſuch a 
Propoſition, is the Diviſion of the nation (i. e. the People) 
into three diſtinct Claſſes or Corporations; of which the firſt 
ſhall confiſt of one Man, the ſecond, of a few hundred 
Men; and the third, ſeveral Millions! While there is but 
one order of Men in the Nation, viz. the People, there 
can be but one common Intereſt, viz. the Intereit of that 
ſole order, i. e. of the Whole: preciſely the great object for 
which civil Government is adopted and ſubmitted to. But 
if two other orders are created, disjoined from the Maſs 
of the People, with excluſive privileges and ſeparate Inter- 
eſts, tranſmiſſible in perpetuity by hereditary Succeſſion, 
the object of Government in this caſe will be, not the one 
great and ſimple Intereſt of the Nation or People, but the 
complicate and oppoſite Intereſts of the three ſeparate orders. 

The reſpective Intereſts of theſe three orders will be at- 
tended to, in proportion to the degree of Power and Influence 
aſſigned to each of them by the Conſtitution. If the making 
of the Laws, the expounding the Laws, the executing the 

D Laws, 
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Laws, and the naval and military force for the defence of 
the State, be committed to any one of theſe orders, it is 
obvious that the Intereſt of the other two, will be made 
ſubſervient to this third. — If theſe public Offices or Func. 
tions be divided between any two orders, the Intereſt of the 
remaining Claſs will be made Subſervient to that of the 
other two. This is ſo obviouſly probable, not to ſay inevit- 
able, from the natural tendency which every Man, and every 
body of Men have to promote their own Intereſt in prefer- 
ence to others, that it needs no Confirmation by Reference 
to Fact. In Great Britain the Monarch inherits the exclu- 
ſive privilege of managing the army and the navy; of mak- 
ing war and peace; of forming one third part of the Legiſ- 
lature of the Country; and of chooſing the judicial and ex- 
ecutive Magiſtrates of the Kingdom. The Nobility of this 
Country inherit, among other Privileges, that of ſitting in 
their own right as hereditary Legiſlators, and hereditary 
Judges, and form another third part of the Legiſlature of 
the Kingdom. And the People (the Millions) are partly in- 
duced, and partly compelled to content themfelves with the 
Semblance of choofing the remaining third part of the Le- 

iflature, which decides, or ſeems to decide on the Supplies! 
Under theſe circumſtances it is almoſt ſuperfluous to aſk 
which are the Intereſts moſt likely to be firſt attended to? 
The anſwer, however, to this Queſtion, will be incomplete 
without a refcrence to the Civil Liſt, the red book of places 
aud Sinecures, the article of ſecret Service Money, the 
long, ſad Catalogue of national Taxes, the public Debt, the 
Laws of Inheritance, and the penal Code. 

The next inconſiſtency obvious in ſuch a Scheme is, that 
the People, who would be naturally defirous that the go- 
vernment ſhould be conducted with a ſingle eye to their 
good, ſince they could have no other Inducement to adopt a 
Government at all, ſhould commit the Charge of it to 
Perſons whom they cannot change for miſconduct, and 
oyer whom they renounce all controul! If I want my bu- 
ſineſs well managed, for my own benefit, I preſerve my right 
of changing my Servants and Agents whenever they become 
faithleſs or negligent—but if I make them independent of 
me, every body can foreſee that my affairs will either be 
neglected in general, or conducted not for my benefit, but 
for theirs. Such an inſtance of abſurdity, therefore, hard- 
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much greater the abſurdity of doing this, with reſpect to the 
momentous buſineſs of a nation! Yet ſuch is the caſe 
where privileged orders are irrevocably admitted into a ſtate 
with excluſive titles to public offices and functions, and are 
made permanent by hereditary Succeſſion. 

Another objection to theſe Eſtabliſhments is the expence 
of them. Labour is the price which Nature has ordained 
that Man ſhould pay for Subſiſtence and Comfort. “ By 
« the ſweat of thy brow ſhalt thou eat bread.” As one 
part, therefore, of the neceſſary evils attendant upon civil 
Government, is the expence of it, the People ſhould take 
care, for their own Sakes, not only to exclude all ſources 
of extravagance, but have as few means of expence as poſ- 
ſible. Where this Buſineſs has been left to the People, as 
in America, they have taken care to confine State-expendi- 
ture within the bounds of Moderation, “the whole expenece 
« of the fœderal Government of America,“ founded on the 
« ſyſtem of repreſentation, and extending over a Country 
« nearly ten times as large as England, is but 600,000 Dol- 
« Jars, or about {.135000 ſterling.” In Great Britain, 
where the buſineſs of Government has not been left to the 
people, but chiefly to the hereditary functionaries of the 
Kingdom, the Sums levied annually for public purpoſes, in- 
cluding the Items enumerated by Sir John Sinclair, in his 
hiſtory of the Revenue, amount at preſent to a Sum nor 
leſs than 25 Million flerling. It will admit of a great deal 
of Controverſy, how much of this is attributed directly, and 
how much more indirectly to the influence of the privileged 
orders operating perpetually on the meaſures adopted, for 
about a century and a half paſt: but as I have neither time 
nor information neceſſary for the purpoſe, I ſhall leave this 
to the conſideration of others, and content myſelf with one 
fact only in illuſtration of this objection. The Income of 
his Majeſty George the third, which has been regarded as 
not more than neceſſary for the maintenance of Kingly Dig- 
nity, may be reckoned, one way or other, at twelve hun- 
dred thouſand pounds annually. Suppoſing the average 
price of Labour to be a Shilling a day throughout Great 
Britain, his Majeſty's expences conſume the perpetual daily 
Labour of above Sixty "Thouſand Men. With us, there 
can be no queſtion about the Matter, but if ſuch an eftab- 
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- tſhment were propoſed to a People about to frame a new 
Conſtitution, it might well be aſked, whether ſuch public 
Services as are regularly performed by the Kings of Great 
Britain, are equivalent to the incovenience of ſetting apart 
the daily labour of fixty thouſand of the people to repay 
them. It may be obſerved, that by the 22 Geo. III. c. 82, 
there is a regular diſtribution of the Civil Liſt income; in 
which it appears that C. 32, 955 is appropriated to pay the 
Salaries of the Lord Chancellor, the Speaker of the Houle 
of Commons, and all the Judges of England and Wales, 
which, together, amount to that Sum; and 89,7991. 2d + is 
appropriated to the menial ſervants of his Majeſty's houſhold. 
Such (upon parliamentary authority), is the comparative 
eſtimate in this Kingdom of Utility and Show! 

Another Abſurdity in the Syſtem of hereditary function- 
aries is, that it manifeſtly implies the Poſſeſſion of Qualities 
not hereditary, but perſonal—not tranſmiſſible by deſcent, 
but acquirable only, „ As the exerciſe of Government re- 
„ quires talents and abilities, and as Talents and Abilities 
« cannot have hereditary deſcent, it is evident that heredi- 
« tary Succeſſion requires a belief from man to which his 
« reaſon cannot ſubſcribe, and which can only be eſtabliſh- 
« ed upon his Ignorance; and the more ignorant any Coun- 
ce try is, the better it is fitted for this Species of Goyern- 
« ment.” To which may be added, that it requires not 
only Talents and Abilities, but Knowledge, Experience, 
and Integrity; which in the caſe of hereditary Succeſſion, 
are left entirely to the production of chance. In our Coun- 
try we ſee that the buſineſs of the nation is actually done by 
thoſe who owe nothing to their Anceſtors, but have raiſed 
themſelves into thoſe Situations which the Idleneſs and Ig- 
norance of the Titled orders incapaciate them from filling. 

The Syſtem of privileged orders and hereditary functions, 
not only preſumes à priori, and without experience, the 
perpetual ſucceſſion of Virtue, Knowledge, and Abilities, 
in caſes where there is a bare poſſibility of Exiſtence, but it 
implies and commits itſelf upon the exiſtence of theſe qua- 
lities directly in the teeth of fact and Experience, for we 
know too well, that Kings and Nobles are not exempt from 
Childhood, and Diſeaſe, and Weakneſs, and Vice. 

The admiſſion of hereditary Functions in a State, is fur- 
ther abſurd and inconſiſtent, becauſe it implies a perfect ab- 
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make the neceſlary Acquiſitions, or uſe the requiſite Induſ- 
try in the Stations they are born to fill. If a man ſeeks for 
honour or emolument, he will have an adequate Motive to 
uſe the neceſſary means of obtaining them; and where theſe 
are fairly held out as the 'Temptation and reward of extra- 
ordinary Talents or great Exertions, thoſe who ſeek to ac- 
quire, will take care to carn them. — Take away theſe In- 
ducements by giving them in advance, and you ſtop the 
growth of Abilities and Knowledge, and you nip Wiſdom 
and Virtue ia the bud. Nobility has earned, in its Cradle, 
the rewards due to a well ſpent life, and a long courſe of 
public Services; and no motive to acquirement remains but 
the Reputation which may ariſe from the ſingularity of the 
Attempt. Even this ſolitary Motive is inefficient, and Fame 
itſelf loſes half its influence upon Nobility; for the hypo- 
critical Semblance of public attention and reſpect, they en- 
joy without it, and the appearance is to them equivalent to 
the reality. In the common courſe of events therefore, pub- 
lic virtue can hardly be expected to ſpring forth among 
the Privileged orders, but from the rank Soil of impoveriſh- 
ing Diſſipation, or inſatiable Ambition. 

But farther, Kings and Nobles are not only placed in a Situ - 
ation which precludes the Operation of all the common mo- 
tives to good and to great Actions, but they are almoſt inevi- 
tably brought up to an habitual indulgence in Luxury and Vice. 
With every perſon around them paying, even to their Child- 
hood, that homage and reſpect which would be almoſt idola- 
trous to the maturity of Abilities or Virtue—with every ap- 
petite pampered, every with indulged, every gratification eas 
gerly procured—with no buſineſs but their pleaſure, no motive 
to exertion but the indulgence of their paſſions—hearing in 
the Society they frequent, and obſerving in the common courſe 
of life, that laborious occupations are conſidered as diſgrace- 
ful, and that Induſtry is beneath the Attention of Nobility— 
that Learning and Knowledge will juſt quality their poſſeſſors 
to become the obſequious Tutor or dependant Companion 
of ſome Dunce of Quality—and feeling that they themſelves 
are already in poſſeſſion of every enjoyment for which the 
great maſs of Mankind are perpetually and anxiouſly toiling 
— Thus educated, what is to be expected from them but an 
habitual Indulgence of vicious Inclinations, and an habitual 
diſregard of public Opinion? And in what nation — 
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earth, I aſk, has Nobility diſappointed this common Ex- 
pectation? 

From hence ariſes anather moſt ſerious objection to heredi- 
tary Titles, Privileges, and Orders they are from their nature 
and tendency, and they are known to be from Fact and 
Experience, the Hot-beds of Luxury, Idleneſs, and Immo- 
rality.— Happy for Society if theſe baneful Qualities could 
be confined to the Orders thus privileged. But of theſe 
(unfortunately) is compoſed * the faſhionable World.” — 
Alas! is it neceſſary to aſk any man of common Senſe, and 
common Obſervation, what are the faſhions of „ the fa- 
ſhionable world?” What are the Characteriſtic Actions and 
Demeanour of that Syren Claſs of Society, who proverbi- 
ally controul the manners of the day, and thus fatally allure 
the voluntary homage of public Imitation? It is too noto- 
rious that here is the fountain-head of luxurious Oſtenta- 
tion, and vicious Indulgence; whoſe noxious ſtreams have 
infected the great maſs of the Community, corrupting pri- 
vate morals and domeſtic enjoyment; creating the melan- 
choly temptation to unwarrantable parade, and gloſſing 
over the Deformity of Vice itſelf, by the prevalent example 
of thoſe, who, unbluthingly monopolize all the nominal 
attributes of conſummate Virtue. 

Some years ago, there was a Toaſt in vogue among the fa- 
ſhionable World, to this purpoſe, «© May elegant Vice pre- 
vail over dull Virtue,” —perhaps it is ſtill in repute, for Mr. 
Burke, (the profeſſed advocate of the privileged orders) 
very feelingly laments the Loſs of “ that Senfibility which 
« ennobled whatever it touched, and under which Vice bf 
« half its evil, by loging all its Greſſneſs.” On this Text let 
the reader make his own Comment! 

The Syſtem of privileged orders, includes, moreover, the 
manifeſt abſurdity of diſtinctions not fonnded on, but di- 
rectly oppoſite to thoſe of Nature. Strength, and Wiſdom, 
and Talents, and good Diſpoſitions—ſuperior Capacity of 
Body or Mind—Superior Induſtry or Activity, do, and 
ought to create proportionate diſtinctions, and to bring with 
them their own reward. Theſe are the differences, and the 
only favourable differences which the God of nature has 
thought fir to create among his Offspring, and their tendency 
i; manifeſt to promote the good of Mankind, becauſe the 
common evidence of their exiſtznce is the beneficial effects 
they produce. But man has thought fit to create, and ſub- 


mit to other diſtinctions, of a ditterent complexion, and 
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an oppoſite Tendency; and the Kings and Nobles of the 
Earth impoſing upon the Childhood of Society, have cun- 
ningly ſubſtituted Titles for Qualities, and Names for Things, 
and ſet up themſelves and their poſterity as the perpetual 
Idols of public Adoration. 

The Syſtem of hereditary Monarchy and hereditary No- 
bility, with its concomitant attribute of hereditary Legiſla- 
tion, is moreover highly abſurd, as involving other poſi- 
tions of manifeſt Inconſiſtency. If a People divide them- 
ſelves into three Clafles, and commit the Privilege of mak- 
ing Laws, and declaring the national Will to one Man and 
500 Men, and the Repreſentatives of 5 Million of Men 
jointly, they declare by the act itſelf, not merely that the 
few ſhall be equivalent to the many, but that the nation is 
not the nation—that the will of the Majority ſhall not be the 
will of the Majority—and they ordain in this unnatural 
Syſtem of political Arithmetic, that one and five ſhall make 
five thouſand! The Abie Seyes has expreſſed himſelf ſo well 
on this Subject, that I ſhall tranſcribe the Paflage. « Au- 
« jourd'hui nous avons non ſeulement une Conſtitution, 
« mais {i Von en croit les Privilegiès elle renferme deux diſ- 
« poſitions excellentes et inattaquables. La premiere c'eſt 
« la diviſion par ordres de Citoyens; la ſeconde, og Pegalite 
« influence pour chaque ordre, dans la formation de la 
« Volonte nationale. Nous avons bien afſez prouve deja 
« qu'alors meme que toutes ces choſes formeroient notre 
« Conſtitution, la nation ſeroit toujour maitrefle de les 
« changer. Il reſte a examiner plus particulierement la 
« nature de cette Egalitè d Influence que Pon voudroit at- 
« tribuer à chaque ordre ſur la Volonte nationale. Nous 
« allons voir que cette Idee eſt la plus abſurde poſſible, et 
« qu'il n'y a pas de Nation qui puiſle rien mettre de pareil 
« dans ſa Conſtitution. | | 

« Une ſocietè politique ne peut etre que Penſemble des 
« Aﬀocies. Une Nation ne peut decider qu'elle ne ſera pas 
« la Nation; ou qu'elle ne le ſera que d' une Maniere; car 
« ce ſeroit dire qu'elle ne Veſt point de toute autre. De 
« meme une Nation ne peut ſtatuer que fa volonte commu« 
ne ceſſera d' etre fa volonte commune. Il eſt malheureux 
d'avoir à enoncer de ces propoſitions dont la ſimplicite 
* paroitra niaiſe, fi Von ne ſongeoit aux conſequences qu'ons 
veut en tirer. Donc une Nation n'a jamais pu ftatuer 
* que les droits inherens à la Volontè commune, c'eſt i dire 
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« J la pluralite, paſſcroirent à la Minorite. La Volonte 
« commune ne peut pas fe detruire elle meme. Elle ne 
« peut pas changer la Nature de choſes, et faire que Vavis 
« de la Minorite ſoit Pavis de la Pluralite. On voit bien 
« qu'un pareil ſtatut au lieu d'etre un acte 1 ou moral 
« feroĩt un acte de Demence. 

* Si donc on pretend qu'il appartient I la Conſtitution 
* Francoiſe, que deux cent mille Individus faſſent ſur un 
« nombre de vingt millions de Citoyens les deux tiers de 
la volonte commune, que repondre fi ce weſt qu'on ſou- 
« tient que deux et deux font cinq? | 

« Les Volontes individuelles ſont les ſeuls elemens de la 
« Volonte commune. On ne peut ne priver le plus grand 
« nombre dn droit d'y concourir, ni arreter que dix volon- 
« tes n'en vaudroient qu'une, contre dix autres qui en vau- 
« droient trente. Ce font la des contradictions dans les 
« termes; des veritables Abſurdites. 

6 Si Ton abandonne un ſeul inſtant ce principe de pre- 
« miere evidence, que la volontè commune eſt Pavis de la 
4 pluralitè et non celui de la Minorite, il eſt inutile de par- 
« ler raiſon. Au meme titre on peut decider qne la volontè 
cc d'un ſeul ſera dite la pluralite, et il weſt plus beſoin ni 
« d' Etats Generau ni de volontè nationale, &c. car fi la 
« volontè d'un Noble peut en valoir dix, pourquoi celle d'un 
« Miniſtre n'en vaudroit-il pas cent, un Million, vingt-ſix 
« Millions? Avec de pareilles raiſons on peut fort bien 
« renvoyer chez eux tous les Deputes nationaux et etouffer 
« toutes les Reclamation des Peuples.““ | 
Again: if theſe Titles, Privileges, and Offices of Inherit- 

ance are of no Importance in ſociety, how miſplaced is the 
Arrogance and Hauteur which their Poſſeſſors aſſume from 
them; and how ridiculous the imaginary Conſequence they 
annex to, and the public tribute of homage and ſervility 
they claim from them! If on the contrary, they are of 
that moment which the general demeanour of the privileged 
orders ſeems to indicate, how inconſiſtently abſurd is it that 
an Infant or an Ideot may, in ſome, caſes fulfil the Duties, 
and in all enjoy honours annexed to them?—that Know- 
ledge and Integrity ſhall confer no additional claim, and 
that Negligence or r Vice ſhall induce no n ? The 
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« What can ennoble fools, and knaves, and cowards?” 


The anſwer is the Echo—Fools, and knaves, and cowards. 

It is melancholy to reflect, that Obſerv ations ſuch as theſe 
are fully warranted by the Hiſtory of paſt times, and not 
contradicted by the general Complexion of prefent occur- 
rences in any part of the Globe, where privileged orders 
are eſtabliſhed among men. It is undeniable that theſe he- 
reditary diſtinftions of Rank and Office, imply in their 
very nature and Conſtitution, a manifeſt tendency to debaſe, 
inſtead of ennobling the human Character; by taking away 
the motives and mifapplying the rewards of virtuous exer- 
tion, and by affording temptation and impunity to vicious 
Iudulgence. 

Aware, perhaps, of their Inability to earn or preſerve 
the teſtimony of public reſpect by the general Tenor of 
their actions, the privileged orders, in ail ages and nations, 
have cunningly deviſed a means of blinding the eyes of 
the multitude, by the artificial glare of Titles of Honour, 
and diſtinctions of Dreſs.“ Careleſs of intrinſic Merit, they 
have been Monopoliſts of every nominal Virtue which Fiction 
and Flattery have combined to create; and in every age, 
and every Country, they have ſedulouſly appropriated to 
themſelves, attributes of the moſt ridiculous extravagance, 
the moſt fulſome adulation, and (in fact) the kecneſt and 
moſt ironical Sarcaſm. The Language of every nation has 
been tortured to furniſh Appcliations of the moſt hyperbo- 
lical panegyric, to gratify their unbounded vanity, and glut 
their inſatiable avarice of unmerited praiſe, Even the hal- 
lowed epithets and ceremonies of religious Adoration, have 
been impiouſly prefled into the Service of indiſcriminate 
Hattery, and the Kings and Nobles of the Earth have not 
ſcrupled to encroach upon the Majeity of Heaven! It is 
more than ridicule, it is contempt and Indignation, that 
Hiſtory produces in the Mind of the aſtonithed Reader, 
when ſhe unfolds the genuine Characters of theſe moſt ſa- 
cred, moſt chriſtian, moſt noble, moſt puiſſant, high and 
mighty Soverigns and Rulers of the Globe. It is this claſs of 
Minkind that furniſhes the compleateſt Specimens of mental 
Deprovity, and which ſeems to have gloried in being the volun- 
tiry inftraments of the Vengeance of Heaven for the Sins of 

I. Mankind. 
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Mankind. The Sum of Miſery produced by the pride, the 
Revenge, the Ignorance, and the Ambition of Kings exceeds 
the utmoſt Stretch of human Calculation. The unfeeling 
Syſtematic devaſtation of the human race, which this claſs of 
Beings have unremittingly and unrelentingly purſued, is al- 
molt incredible, even to thoſe who read with aſtoniſhment, 
the undeniable evidence of facts which compoſe the bulk of 
antient and modern Hiſtory. All the fancied Utility of 
Monarchs and Monarchy, from the beginning of time to 
the preſent hour, is unequal to the Maſs of Evil occaſioned 
by the Sovereigns of Europe collectively within this half 
Century, or even comparable im extent to the evident di- 
minution of haman happineſs, at preſent meditated* by the 
combination of European Deſpots, royal and noble, again: 
the Libertics of Poland and France. 


Vengeance in the Jurid Arr 

Lifts her red Arm expos'd and bare; 

On whom the rav'nous brood of Fate 

Who lap the blood of Sorrow, wait. (coLLiNg.) 


Such are the privileged orders; the titled race to whom 
nutions bow the knee, and pay the ſervile homage of idola- 
trous proſtration. 

I have indeed endeavoured to ſhew the alſardity and in- 
conſiſtency involved in this Syſtem of privileged corpora- 
tions in a State, to which Titles of honour and offices of 
truſt and profit are hereditarily, and in general almoſt exclu- 
ſively confined: but it is hardly poſſible to treat them with 
mere ridicule, or abſtractedly to diſcuſs their inherent ab- 
ſurdity and contradiction, without giving vent to Sentiments 
of Contempt and Indignation, at the arrogant preten- 
fions they ſet up, and the ſerious miſchiefs they occaſion: it 
is a melancholy Subjc&t, and Sorrow ſtifles the naſcent 
ſmile of ridicule on contemplating this productive ſource of 
human wretchedneſs. I proceed, however, in the unplea- 
fant taſk of ſhewing the propricty of the other epithets J 
have applied to the adopted 'Theory of hereditary privileges 
of rank and function. 

They are Melee: a poſition that may now be advanced 
upon the beft of all foundations; the moſt flouriſhing na- 
tion on the face of the Globe, America, having tried the 

: experiment 
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experiment of doing without them on a very extenſive ſcale, 
for near twenty years, and with ſucceſs fully equal to the 
moſt ſanguine expectation of her beſt wiſthers. Thus far, 
therefore, we tread on better than ſpeculative ground—And 
America has at length confuted the advocates of Kings and 
Nobles by ſacts that admit of no controverſy. He that runs 
may read, and thoſe only are unable to ſee, who are previ- 
ouſly determined to cloſe their eyes to the light; content to 
ſhrink under practical confutation, while they wilfully reject 
Conviction, Mr 5” 

I have always thought that it will be found on exami- 
nation, (whether purſued with a view to mere Theory, or 
the evidence of paſt facts), that every Government has 
been, and will be conducted for the adyantage in the 
firſt inſtance of the Governors, whoever they are: and the 
whole ſecret lies in making thoſe the actual Governors, whe- 
ther directly or indirectly, whoſe Intereſts and Welfare are 
intended to be the main object of the Government, 

All Government may be reduced to that of the eu 
verning the many, or the many governing themſelves : and 
this laſt diviſion will be, either directly, by the people meet- 
ing in perſon, (which in a large Communlty will be morally 
impoſſible) or indirectly, by elected Agents or Repreſenta- 
tives removable by the People. 

Hitherto (America excepted) the affairs of nations have 
been conducted by the Few governing the Many, with per. 
manent Authority held in life-tenancy or inheritance; and 
the people have univerſally been ſubject (except in the Re- 
publics, as they are called) to Monarchs, or Nobles, or 
both. The Conſequence has been, that in all ſuch Govern- 
ments, Kings and Nobles have flouriſhed at the expence of 
the People, who have been univerſally regarded merely as 
the Footſtools of their pride, and the means of their grati- 
fication. The hereditary orders have been the Leeches of 


the Community the Warts and Tumours unnaturally grow- 


ing upon, and deforming the fair frame of the body politic. 
To every general propoſition there are exceptions; there are 
very few to this. 

In the Republics (as they are falſely called) antient and 


modern, ſuch as thoſe of Greece and Rome, Holland, 


Venice, Geneva, &c. there has alwas exiſted a Nobility : 


the Government has always been in the hands of a perma- 


nent Ariſtocracy, in conjuction with a certain portion * 
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of the People, more or leſs large, more or leſs ſubjected. 
The Conſequence here has been, that the Ariſtocracy, ſeck- 
ing their own Intereſt on the one hand, and the People theirs 
on the other, there has been a perpetual tendency to intef- 
tine Commotion; to ſtruggles and quarrels between the 
Governors and the Governed. Such Governments are bad 
for the few in proportion to the Share of power poſſeſſed by 
the many—and for the many in proportion to the power poſ- 
ſefled by the hereditary few. The Commonwealth of Rome 
is a ſtriking Illuſtration of theſe remarks. To inſtance, 
therefore, the inexpediency of republican government, by 
an appeal to the unſettled Situation of States which are 
called Republican, merely becauſe they have had no King, 
however common it be, is the eſtect either of groſs ignor- 
ance or inexcuſable Artifice and Impoſition. The more 
ſettled and lets turbulent ſituation of Monarchial States with 
an hereditary Nobility, is merely the effect of a combination 
and monopoly of Power, which more completely ſuppreſſes 
the complaints of the icople, breaks their ſpirits, and de- 
ters them from any attempt at purſuing their own Intereſts. 

If the good of the People thereſore is to be the Object of 
Government, they muſt be their own Governors—they 
muſt adopt, in fa, the government of the many by the 
many. Ina State of extenſive Territory, or numerous Inha- 
bitants, they cannot be perſenally their uwn Governors; their 
numbers prevent their meeting when neceſſary, and acting 
effectually when met. This was tried upon a ſmall Scale 
at Athens, but the effect was ſuch as we might naturally 
look for. 

The many, therefore, can only govern themſelves by 
means of Agents or Repreſentatives appointed for the pur- 
poſe; and that theſe Agents or Repreſentatives may be truly 
ſuch, that they may not introduce gradually and effectu- 
ally the other diviſion of Government, viz. that of the 
many by the permanent few, they muſt be either removable 
at pleaſure, at ſhort periods, or by rotative excluſion, 

This Syſtem of Repreſentative Government with exciu- 
fion by periodical Rotation of the public officers, (which if 
not neceſſary, ſeems at leaſt expedient) has not been well 
underſtood till of late Years, and America is the only Coun- 
try which affords tolcrably fair examples from which the 
other nations of the Globe may judge of its effects. The 
Simplicity, the Tranquility, and the Cheapneſs of this 
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Syſtem is unanſwerably manifeſt in that quarter of the 


lobe, altho' it is not yet arrived at its Maturity even there, 


owing apparently to the hereditary prejudices of the people in 
favour of the Britiſh form of Government, when they 
adopted their preſent, moſt important Improvement. Even 
the French Conſtitution, tho? of late date is obviouſly im- 
perfect, from the prevailing influence of temporary obſta- 
cles, and the perhaps, neceſſary Sacrifice to Prejudice and 
apparent Expeqdience among that otherwiſe enlightened Peo- 
ple. While its preſent conſtituent parts are preſerved, it 
will be, as it has been and {till is, perpetually ſubject to the 
Influence of mutual Jealouſy and diſtruſt between the Court 
and the People; and a patriot Citizen, when elected Miniſ- 
ter, is, and ever will be, a juſt object of ſuſpicion the in- 


ſtant he gets within the'vortex of the Civil Liſt—ZZnc ile 


Clades ! 

When the People (as among the American Governments) 
by their Agents or 1 fairly elected, chooſe 
their own Officers of State, returnable either periodically 
or at the will of the Conſtituents, into the great Maſs of 
the Community, there.can be but one predominant Intereſt, 
that of the Polk; there can be ultimately but one ſet of 
Governors, the PEo»Lr preſcribing for themſelves. 

When on the contrary, (as among other nations the 
caſe is more or leſs), the legiſlative and executive pow- 
ers of the State, and all the great Officers of Magiſtracy 
are committed to certain Families, the People inſtead of 
Servants, have Maſters; inſtead of being their own Go- 
vernors, they are governed; inſtead of mutual independence 
and equality, they are converted into property, and become 
Subjefts; inſtead of the welfare of the Community being 


the predominant motive for every meaſure adopted by the 


State, a multitude of permanent Corporations are eſtabliſhed 
with excluſive privileges, and having a ſeparate Intereſt from 
the Intereſt of the people, and each poſſeſſing the means 
and inclination of purſuing its own Intereſt at the expence 
of the people. 

For their own welfare, therefore, it ſhould ſeem that 
priviteged orders are neceflary; for the welfare of the peo- 
ple, far otherwiſe. The American Republics have taught 
us experimentally, that nations may flouriſh and be happy 
who have, „ no Biſhops, no Nobles, no Kings.” 

Theſe hereditary Functionaries are farther uſeleſs to the 


People, becauſe it 1 from _ that the bufineſs in- 


volved 
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volved in the offices they inherit, is rarely tranſacted by 
them, but by their deputies. One ſet of Men uſually ful. 
fil the Duties, and another enjoys the honours and emolu- 
ments of hereditary functions. Let us examine for in- 
ſtance, how the caſe ſtands in our own Country. 

It is a maxim with us, that the King can do no wrong— 
that he is not perſonally reſponſible Be any act of State, 
but that his miniſters alone are culpable and puniſhable for 
mal-adminiſtration. In diſcufling, therefore, any meaſure 
apparently proceeding from his Majeſty, it is uniformly 
ipoken of and treated as the act of his Miniſters, and they 
alone are conſidered as the authors of it, unleſs it ſhould 
happen to be popular, in which caſe his Majeſty is compli 
mented with being regarded as a joint Sharer in the honour 
with the Miniſters his adviſers. -So that in truth and in 
fact, his Majeſty's Duties as firſt Officer of State, are 
confined to the choice of his Miniſters who do the buſineſs 
of the State; and theſe too are frequently forced upon him by 
the prevaling political party of the times. Mr. Burke, about 
the time when he firſt entered into the Service of Ariſto- 
cracy, publiſhed a pamphlet entitled, “ Thoughts on the 
Cauſes of the preſent Diſcontents”: the evident and labour- 
ed tendency of which was, to incroach upon the preroga- 
tive of the Crown, and to prove that certain great heads of 
familics of the oppoſition ariſtocracy had a right to expect 
that his Majeſty ſhould chooſe his Miniſters perpetually and 
excluſively from among them. In fact this has been from 
that time to this time, the ſubject matter of perpetual ſtrug- 
gle between the Court and the oppoſition of this Kingdom, 
the people being made the occaſional ſtalking-horſe to conceal 
the intereſted deſigns of both parties.“ For what party the 
ſhallow Talents and tinſel'd eloquence of Mr. Burke is em- 
ployed, is of little importance excepting for the * 


Le Governement eſt en Angleterre le Sujet d'un combat continuel entre 
le Miniſtere et VAriſtocratic de l' Oppoſition. La Nation et le Roi y paroil- 
ſent preſque comme ſimples ſpeRateurs. La politique du Roi conſiſte à 
adopter toujours le parti le plus fort. La Nation 2 egalement un et 
Tautre 3. Il faut pour ſon ſalut que le combat dure, elle ſoutient done 
J- plus foible pour l empecher d' etre tout a fait ecraſe, Mais fi le peuple au 
lieu de laiſſer je maniement de ſes affaires ſervir de prix dans cette lutte de 
Gladiateurs, vouloit sen occuper lui meme par de veritables Repreſentans, 
croit-on de bonne foi que toute Vimportance que Ven attache aujourd 'hui a la 
Balance der powers ne tomberoit pas avec un ordre dg Choſes que ſeul la rend 
necellaire? (Qu'eſt ce que le Tiers Etat. p. 99.) 
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de does to the cauſe of his friends; his political Character 


is ſettled by unanimous conſent, /atis eloquentie, ſapientie 


pariam : but Freedom ſtill mourns over the political apoſtacy 


of one man, on whom the hopes of the people have long been 
too fondly placed; who, forgetting what is due to his paſt 
profeſſions and future reputation, ſeems at length reluctantly 
but irrevocably entangled in the ſame inglorious cauſe. 

It appears, therefore, that in Great Britain, a King has, 
in fact, nothing or next to nothing to do; all his nominal 
functions being actually fulfilled by others, who are reſpon- 
fible* for the fulfilment of them, as for their own act and 
deed. Let us next enquire into the uſe of our hereditary 
Nobility. 

They are by virtue of their birth, hereditary Legiſlators, 
and hereditary Judges: Makers and expounders of the Law. 

I venture however without ſcruple to ſtate it as a notorious 
fact, that the actual Legiſlators of the country, whether 
conſidered as to the propoſing or difcufling of Laws, are 
(with very flight exceptions) not the hereditary, but the 
elected Legiſlators—the Miniſters for the time being, toge- 
ther with thoſe noblemen who have acquired a feat in the 
upper houſe, not by hereditary deſcent, but by paſt Services. 
Let my reader run over in his mind, who are the active 
members of the Houle of Lords, and conſider alſo how 
ſeldom any law is originally propoſed there, and he will find 
that the truly hereditary Nobility conſtitute nine tenths of the 
mutes and dead votes. 

In caſe of any Law queſtion upon a Writ of Error, it is 
notorious that the Judges of the Courts below guide the de- 
ciſions of the houſe: the hereditary Judges rarely pretend to 
an opinion upon the Subject. Indeed it is impoſſible for the 
profeſſional Judges themſelves, who have ſpent long lives in 
the ſtudy, to know with certainty in very many caſes what the 
Law is, and they differ very frequently both on the bench 
and elſewhere—how abſurd therefore is it to ſuppoſe that 
this requiſite Knowledge is fairly to be expected from Men, 
who have no adequate inducement to make even the com- 
mon attainments? Thus it ever muſt be when the rewards of 
merit, are given in advance. It is a trite obſervation in com- 
22 that thoſe are the worſt paymaſters who pay before 
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In the ſyſtem of privileged orders, hereditary Legiſlators 
and hereditary Judges are made by diſqualifying them, in 
the firſt inſtance, from ever becoming what they are re- 
quired to be: it is not ſurpriſing therefore that they are 
not in fact, what they have no motive to become. I do in 
my nance believe, that the Engliſh nobility are ſuperior 
in merit and attainments, to the nobles of any other nation 
upon earth; and I have therefore uſ-d them in illuſtration of 
my nofitionz but if their comparative utility in the ſtate be 
ſo flight here, what are we to think of the neceſſity of this 
Syitem elſewhere * 

Farther, if the Privileged Orders of Society are not re- 
quired to earn their envied diſtinctions, if they have no con- 
comitant Duties to fulfil in conſideration of the Priv. leges 
they enjoy, their Inutility is maniteſt, and the queſtion is 
ſettled on this ground. —If on the contrary they have ſuch 
Duties to perform, theſe Orders are itil! uſeleſs, for a Com- 
moner (as one of the people is contemptuouſly termed in 
the proud language of Ariſtocracy) may be as equal to any 
Office whatever, as another man who is called a Duke or 1 
Lord; and the Privileges thus granted in conſideration of 
Services to be rendered, had evidently better be given when 
Merit is aſcertained, than conceded in advance upon a bare 
poſſibility of their being deſerved. In the one caſe allo the 
People are contined in their choice to a comparatively imall 
number of Perſons, with little or no inducement to make the 
neceſſury attainments, while in the other caſe they have the 
Range of the whole. Community, and the Satisfaction of 
knowing that it is their own fault if they chooſe ill, and 
the Conlolation, that it is in their own Power to reCtiiy the 
Miſchoice. . 

It would appear, therefore, that theſe hereditary Diſ- 
tinctions are of no avail to any uſeful purpoſc in $ocicty, 
even if the Experiment of relinquiſhing them had not been 
fairly tried—But it has been tried, and the fact and the 
theory are completely of accord. 

Moreover theſe privileged orders, appear to me not mcre- 
ly uſeleſs, but, to the general welfare of Socicty—to the 
morals: of Society—to the peace, tranquility, and ſafety of 
Society, detrimental, and even dangereus. 

To the general welfare of Society they are "detrimental; 
becauſe they form an aggregate of Corporations diſtinct 
from the great Maſs of the Community; with Intereſts ſe- 
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parate from, and frequently inconſiſtent with thoſe of the 
Community. It is the intereit of the Pe:p/e to obtain the 
benefits of civil Society to as great an extent, at as little 
expence, and with as few circumſtances of artificial Inferi- 
ority between beings naturally of the ſame Claſs, as poſſible? 
it is the Intereſt of Kings and Nobles to acquire as-much 
diſtinction of rank, as much artificial Superiority over their 
fellow Citizens, as many hereditary privileges for themſelves 
and their Deſcendants, in ſhort, as much power, as much 
honour, and as much emolument, with as little occaſion for 
talents or exertion, with as little expence of time and trou- 
ble, as they can. And where is the Man who can honeſtly 
ſay, he would not be influenced by the ſame Motives in the 
fame fituation? Some kind of attention to the welfare of 
the people where it does not interfere with their own, they 
are of courſe compelled to pay, partly for the ſake of ap- 
233 and partly becauſe the People are the neceſſary 
nſtruments of their Riches and Grandeur. This, however, 


is obviouſly but a ſecondary Conſideration. Unluckily for 


the great bulk of Mankind, theſe privileged orders, having 
the power for the moſt part in their own hands, have gener- 
ally ſucceeded too well in the purſuit of their primary Ob- 
jet, while the people, having relinquiſhed the power, not 
merely to perſons, but to Families, have relinquiſhed alſo 
the means of purſuing their own Intereſts, and of making 
the Welfare of the Community at large, the ſole object (as 
it ought to be) of civil Government. | 

Theſe orders are farther detrimental to the general Welfare 
of the Community, becauſe it frequently enfues from this 
hereditary Monopoly of Offices of truſt and importance, 
that they are filled by perſons who are unequal to the Du- 
ties of them; and what is worſe, by perſons who are gener- 
ally not removeable for negligence or Incapacity: for they 
ſet up a hereditary claim to ſuch Poſts, and they alſo form 
a part of a body who, like all other Corporations, will have 
a fellow feeling for one of their own order, and will act un- 
der the common influence of an efprit de Corps. 

Moreover, theſe orders injure ſociety by the Diſcourage- 
ment they offer to uſeful occupations. Nobility, and Men 
of large fortune having the excluſive privilege of Idleneſs, 
and ſe:ting the faſhion of the times, their ſervile herd of 
Imitators in all the inferior claſſes of ſociety, are tempted 


like them to regard laborious Induſtry as degradingz incoms 
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patible with Gentility as well as Nobility. Hence the proud 
and inſolent Contempt ſo common toward the laborious in- 
habitants of thoſe Countries, where hereditary Monarchs 
and Nobles form, (as Mr. Burke ſomewhere calls them, ) the 
ornamented Corinthian Capital of the political Column, 

Again, theſe orders are detrimental to the general Welfare, 
becauſe the baneful Syſtem of Primageniture is entailed upon 
them as neceſſary to their exiſtence: neceſſary to counteract 
the natural tendency of theſe orders to ſelf-deſtruCtion from 
the effects of Luxury, Extravagance, and Diſſipation. Hence 
a diſcouragement to population, from the expedient Celibacy 
of the younger Children. — 

Again; in every Community thoſe who do not actually 

Labour, muſt be maintained by the ſuperfluous produce of 
thoſe who do: the privileged orders, therefore, who are 
for the moſt part the drones and butterflies of ſociety, fri- 
ges conſumere nati, encreaſe the burthenſome claſs of unpro- 
ductive Inhabitants, and are thercfore an addition to the 
quantity of Labour neceſſary from the Induſtrious. 
. Theſe privileged Clafles promote inequality of Fortune 3s 
well as Rank in a State: they have a direct tendency, (of 
which the effect is always produced when not counteracted) 
to divide a nation into two grand parts, the Rich and the 
Poor—Such is the caſe in Ruſſia, Spain, and Portugal, and 
was the caſe in France; and would be the cafe here, if a 
variety of cauſes peculiar to this Country, did not prevent 
the full effect of this evil tendency among the privileged 
orders. Even at preſent the over grown Wealth of a rich 
Commoner, always carries him within the Vortex of Nobi- 
lity, where he is at length engulphed.— The Depreſſion, 
Servility, and Baſeneſs of ſpirit on the one hand, and the 
haughty Demeanor and oppreſſive Conduct on the other, 
which this ſyſtematic inequality of Rank and Fortune never 
fails to produce, is too obvious and notorious to need more 
than the bare mention. It is in the one caſe a voluntary, 
and in the other, a compulſive degradation of the human 
Species. 

But theſe orders are ſtill farther detrimental to ſocicty, 
becauſe they live and flouriſh upon national Ignorance. 
the multitudes who compoſe the lower claſſes of the Com- 
munity, were ſufficiently inſtructed in the plaineſt princt- 
ples of politics, and ſufficiently aware of. the moſt obvious 


means of purſuing their own Intereſts, they never would 
2 ; voluntarily 
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voluntarily adopt a Syſtem ſo repugnant in its Theory to 
doth. It is therefore the intereſt of theſe orders that the 
bulk of ſociety ſhould be careſully taught to abſtain from 
all political diſcuſſion or converſation— that their hours 
ſhould be ſpent in labour without intermiſſion, and that no 
leiſure ſhould be afforded for mental improvement that 
they ſhould be taught to reverence the titled orders as a claſs 
of ſuperior beings, and to adopt with implicit Submiſſion, 
the political Creed, of their ſelf-created Rules. Thus are 
the mental faculties enchained, the childhood of ſociety 
prolonged for ages, and the as gr Improvement of the 
jpecies unnaturally retarded. —Mr. Burke ſeems perfectly 
aware of this abſolute neceſſity of national Ignorance to the 
due maintenance of the privileged orders, as appears by the 
following curious note inſerted in page 85 of Sir Brook 
Boothby's Obſervations on Mr. Burke's appeal, * In a Let- 
« ter to a certain French emigrant ſpeaking of the affairs of 
« the low Countries, our Author is reduced to a curious 
« dilemma. He is obliged to give ſome ſort of decifion be- 
« (ween a Monarch, an imperial Monarch and his Monks, 
« on this point, :/ /uggere® (for it is in French that this Letter 
« appears) aux conſeillers de P Empereur de ne point detruire 
« les prejuges dont un homme habile ſait tier parti pour le gou- 
« vernement : de ne pas exciter les hommes] fouller trop ſcru- 
« puleuſement dans les baſes des anciens opinions DE PEUR que 
« la plupart d'entre eux ne voient bientot que les Monarques ne 
« font pas plus utiles q la Societe que les Moines; mais doublier 
« un fois pour toutes Prmmenſe Encyclopedie et Bibliotheque des 
“ Oeconomifles, et de revenir tout bonnememt aux anciennes prin- 
« cipes (the principles of Monkery and abſolute Monarchy). 
“That it might be for the advantage of Princes and Prieſts 
© to replunge the world into Ignorance and Barbariſm, is 
« perhaps true; but when the learned Gentleman adviſes 

f2 “Kings 


* I think it worth while for the ſake of my Engliſh readers, to give 
the meaning of this Machiavelian Paſſage : it is as follows. He (Mr, 
Burke) ſuggeſts to the Adviſers of the Emperor, not to deſtroy thoſe 
* prejudices which a ſkilſul Statesman well knows how to turn to the advan 
tage of Government : not to excite Men to ſearch too ſcrupulouſly into 
* the foundation of ancient opinions, for fear leſt the greater part among 
them ſhould quickly find out, that Monarchs are of no more uſe to Society than 
Meat; but rather to forget once for all, that immenſe Encyclopedia and 


9 Library of the CEconomiſts, and to return in good earneſt to the old 
© principles.” — The Economiſts are a claſs of Philoſophers ſo called, whe 


have laboured moſt ſucceſsfully to enlighten Europe in general, and the 
Trench nation iu particular, on the Theory of Politics and political Economy. 
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Tings to forget what they have learned, he does not ſeem 
ge to recollect, that they cannot at the ſame time command 
ce their Subjects to unlearn what they have once known, 
« When Men have begun to think for themſelves, whey 
te they have carried their temerity of free thinking, perhaps 
« 10 far as to ſuſpect that nations may exiſt without Merl. 
« or Tyrants, it is already too late to burn libraries or Phi, 
cc loſophers. See Lettre de M. Burke ſur les affaires de 
e France et des Pays-tas addreſſee à M. le Vicomte de Rivard, 
« Tradule de F Anglais. 

I cannot forbear another Quotation on the abſolute ne- 
ceflity af public {gnorance, to the ſucceſs of Fraud and Im. 
poſition, altho' it relates to a claſs of privileged orders which 
I have not hitherto particularly noticed. It will furniſh alſoa 
parallel to the famous paſlage in Mr. Burke's Reflections, 
where be ſo courteouſly mentions « the hoots of the Swinith 
Multitude.“ (i. e. the Peatle.) 

Henry Enyghton, a Canon of Leiceſter, complains heavi- 
ly cf Wicklit, (the Reformer) his neighbour and Contem- 
porary, © for having tranſlated out of Latin into Engliſh, 
„ the Goſpel which Chriſt had entruſted with the Clergy 
tc and Doctors of the Church, that hey might miniſter it 
„ to the Laity and weaker fort, according to the exigency 
« of times and their ſeveral occaſions: ſo that by this means 
„ the Goſpel Jewel or evangelical pearl was made Vulgar, 
« was thrown about and trodden under foot of Sine. 
« (Lewis Hiit. of Tranſlations of the Bible, p. 20. 1729. 
c Sylva, p. 319.“ 
Thus we find that public Ignorance is the Cement of the 
far famed Alliance between Church and State; and-that Im- 
oſture, political and religious, cannot maintain its ground, 
if Knowledge and Diſcuſſion once finds its way among the 
Swiniſh Multitude. Hence we kave a clue to the true ſource 
of proſecutions for Libel, and public Proclamations againſt 
Conſtitutional Societies, and ſeditious Correſpondences 
But Myſtery cannot laſt for ever; its day is far ſpent, and we 
have now the touchſtone, the Shibboleth, by which the real 
friends of the People may always and certainly be known: 
thoſe who mean well to the people ſay, „think for your- 
&« ſelves, read for yourſelves, decide for yourſelves: try all 
things, and hold faſt that which is good: you are the moſt 
& concerned in what relates to your own Intereſt, and 
« wherever you place implicit Confidence, ſooner or later 
| | 60 you 


9. 


n 5 


„ 288 — 


rn: | — 
* 


I 


CE 


(-99 3 


«-you will infallibly be deceived.” The other Side, on the 
contrary, take this for their text, and preach this for their 
doctrine, © You (the people) have nothing to do with po- 
« litics; leave that to your Rulers, they know beſt what is 
« good for you; you have no need to think for yourſelves, 
« pay your Taxes quietly, and they will take care to think 
16 for you.” | x | 

Fellow citizens, thus are you cajoled :;—Swine they call 
you, and Swine in underſtanding they would gladly make 
you: it is your Fault if they ſucceed, 
To the Morals of a People theſe orders are dangerous, 
becauſe they ſhew that honours and rewards are not appro- 
priated as they ought to be, to Abilities and Virtue, and 
that they are not incompatible with Ignorance and Vice, 
They raiſe the fortuitous Circumſtances of Wealth and 
Birth, above the poſſeſſions of Qualities the moſt uſeful to 
Mankind. Thus public Admiration is diverted from thoſe 
objects to which alone it ought to be directed, and lavithlyp 
ſquandered on Perſons by whom it has never been earned, 
Is it not ſurpriſing that ſuch a form of Government ſhould 
have its detenders among thoſe who deem public Virtue 
worthy of attention? A form of Government, where ins 
trinſic merit is ſyſtematically degraded, and defrauded of its 
due ſhare of public Approbation? | 

Theſe orders are further dangerous to Morals, "becauſe 
they induce the Perſons who compoſe them, to indulge 
in thoſe vicious exceſſes to which wealth of itſelf too fre- 
quently furniſhes the temptation and the means. Their 
hereditary claim to public homage and reſpect, is a ſet-off 
againſt the diſguſt which Vice would otherwiſe occaſion, 
and they know by experience that a ſmall portion of real 
Merit will entitle Nobility to a large ſhare of public praiſe, 
Herein, as in other Commodities, the value encreaſes in 
proportion to the rarity. | | 
But it is not merely that the motives to Vice are ſtrength» 
ed, and thoſe to Virtue ſuppreſſed among the privileged 
orders themſelves, but the farther misfortune is, that the 
eyes of the People are turned upon them as upon a ſupe- 
ator race of Beings; and the inferior ranks of the Commu» 
nity, are every where too prone to follow the examples fur 
niſhed by their betters—a proſtitution of Language which 
tells more than a volume, and is ſufficient of itſelf to de- 
monſtrate the baneful effects on public morals, 1 
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em invariably produces. It is thus that Luxury, Idle. 
neſs, and Prodigality are ſanctificd; and exhibited to the 
public in all the Decorations which ſhould be appropriated 
to Virtue alone. No wonder the multitude are dazzled, and 
blindly led to imitate the prominent qualities ot their ſu- 
Periors. | | 

| Moreover theſe orders deſtroy that Spirit of Independance 
and ſelf-eſteem ſo eſſential to a firm and even tenor of vir- 
tuous Conduct, and ſo productive of good and of great 
Actions: and they create and promote thoſe habits of mean- 
neſs and Servility in every claſs, which contaminate the ge- 
nuine Sources of Virtue, and ſuppreſs all the nobler feelings 
of the Soul. Even Learning and Abilities in every nation 
have been infected by this contagious ſpirit of public ſervi- 
lity, and have baſely contributed to faſten the chains of men- 
tal Degradation. Hiſtorians and Orators, Poets and Prieſts, 
have, in all ages and places, enliſted in this inglorious ſer- 
vice, and ſwelled the long Catalogue of thoſe, who (as 
EveLrny very properly expreſſes himielf ), © blaſpheme for 
bread.” We need not, however, wander out of our own 
times or our own Country for illuſtration of theſe remarks; 
but for the honour of the human character I hope, the next 
generation, will read with a deep bluſh the deſpicable Adul- 
ation of Engliſhmen in their addreſſes on the King's reco- 
very. Well might the flattered Monarch have exclaimed 
with TisERIUs, O homines ad Servitutem paratecs ! 

To the ſafety and tranquility of a Nation theſe orders are 
dangerous: quarrelling almoſt inceſſantly with each other, or 
with the people, or with their neighbours, War, domeſtic 
and foreign, is (I may venture to ſay) excluſively attribut- 
able to the privileged orders.—W ar they create, and by War 


they were created.* 


$ Diſcourſe on Medals, p. 82. 


For 


N As to the Nobility of modern Europe, what were they in their origin? 
*The Chiefs of ferocicus Warriors, who united bat barity of Conqueſt with 
% barbarity of Manners; whoſe firſt rights were thoſe of Uſurpation and 
„Plunder, and who ſounded their pre-eminence merely on the Command 
* which they exerciſed in War. Thus was the Field of Battle the Nurſery 
« of this Nobility ; 2 ſingular, a firiking, and an alarming feature of reſem- 
 blance with the order of Cincinnati. 

Hence iſſued that Swarm of Counts, and Dukes, and Marquiſſes, which 
« overran and deſolated Europe, All thoſe Titles of human Vahity, were in 
their origin nothing more than military Titles, denoting different de- 
« grees of Command, but ſoon they became ſplendid Diſtinctions and privi- 
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For Facts of the martial Quarrels of theſe hereditary 


Monarchs and Nobles, we need not travel out of this 
Kingdom: let my reader take the trouble of caſting his eye 
over the Table of Contents of any hiſtory of England, and 
ke will, in ten minutes, be furniſhed with proofs innumer- 
able of the preſent Aſſertion. 

Indeed the annals of every nation upon earth, are ſcarcely 
any thing more, than accounts of War and Bloodſhed 
occaſioned by Kings, and Nobles, and Prieſts; where the 
eople have been the miſerable Victims of ambition and per- 
ecution, and have been led without remorſe, like beaſts to 
the ſlaughter. If, indeed, theſe hereditary Scourges of the 
human race, had been confined in their mutual quarrels ro 
the mutual deſtruction of themſelves only, Mankind would 
have been no loſers; but the people have, on all occafions, 
been the wretched dupes of their ambitious leaders, and 
have verified in all ages the truth of the Poet's remark, 

Duicquid delirant Reges, plectuntur Achivic 
But in this, as in moſt other caſes, the Tranſactions of 
our own Country will furniſh abundant illuſtration of the 
remarks I have made: nor is it neceſſary for the preſent 
purpoſe to trace the ſanguinary paths of Heroes * and 
Great Men of former times, or other nations, or refer my 
reader to the Multitude of Royal and Noble Plunderers, 
whoſe Devaſtations croud the page of ancient and modern 
hiſtory, and compoſe the melancholy Chronicle of human 
Miſery. It will ſuffice, as I have juſt obſerved, to caſt an 
eye over the table of contents of any hiſtory of England ; 
and ſcarce a chapter will be found unoccupied by accounts of 
inteſtine ravages or foreign hoſtilities, to which the ambitious 
Deſigns of Kings and Nobles have uniformly given riſe. _ 
The Quarreb and Diſputes, (and in moſt caſes the bloody 
and deſolating wars) between William the Norman and 
Harold; between Henry the Iſt. and his Brother Robert; 
between 


* leges in civil life. Soon they laid the foundation of that barbarous feodal 
* Syltem, which for ages debaſed all human kind, converted whole nations 
* into herds of Slaves, and a few individuals into broods of Tyrant. Mi- 
rebau's Conſiderations on the Order of Cicninnatus. p. II.) I ought not ts 
have forgotten this book among thoſe I have mentioned in a former Note, 


Heroes are much the ſame—the points agreed, 
From Macedonia's Madman, to the Swede. ; | 
The one ſtrange purpoſe of their Lives, to find, — 
Or make, an enemy of all Mankind (Pert) 
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Between Stephen and Matilda; between Henry the IId. 
and his Children: between Richard the Iſt. and Prince 
ohn; between King John and the French Prince Lewis; 
een the young King Henry IIId. and Lewis; between 
Richard the IId. and the Duke of Lancaſter: between the 
Houſes of Lork and Lancaſter in the Reigns of Henry VIth. 
and Edward IVth; between Edward the Vth. and the Duke 
of Glouceſter; between Richard IIId. and the Earl of Rich- 
mond; between Henry the VIIth. and Lambert Simnel; 
between the ſame Monarch and Perkin Warbeck; between 
Mary and Lady Jane Crey; between James IId. and Mon- 
mouth; between William IIId George Iſt. and IId. and the 
Family of James IId, all aroſe from diſputed Claims to the 
Monarchy of England, and are all referable to the quorrels 
of our princes among themſelves. Such, with us, have been 
the peaceable effects of hereditary Succeſſion, ſo vaunted by its 
penfioned Advocates! But the Catalogue is not yet finithed; 
for theſe are the Difpates of Royal Contenders among theme 
felves, reſpecting the Crown of England alone. During the 
Reigns of William Iſt. William Rufus, Stephen, Henry IId. 
Richard Iſt. John, Henry IIId. Edward Iſt. IId. and IIId. 
Richard IId Henry IVth. Vth. and VIth. the blood 
and treafure of the people were waſted, and the nation 
engaged in almoſt perpetual Warfare with France, on 
account of the Attempts and Pretenſions of our Kings 
Either to 'the Dukedom of Normandy, or the French 
Monarchy : and to this very day his Moſt Sacred Majeſty 
King George the Third, claims, by the Grace of God, 
to be King of Great Britain, France and Ireland; De- 
fender of the Faith, and ſo forth! Where, but — 
Monarchs, can this mockery of common ſenſe be paralleled: 
Turning again over the Pages of our Britiſh Hiſtory, I find 
that during the ſhort intervals when our royal Claimants 
reſted from their ſanguinary Labours, and ſuſpended for 2 
while their mutual Sacrifice of a deluded people, the Barons, 
thoſe Minor-Deſpots, who formed the Ariſtocracy of the 
ingdom,) were ſeldom idle. They miſſed few favourable 
opportunities of leading out their Vaſſals againſt the Mo- 
narchs; reviving, as occaſion ſerved, the dormant, but never- 
dying ſtruggle for power between them, or revenging ſome 
ſucceſsful Monopoly on the part of the Sovereign of the 
er- privilege of Extortion and Oppreſſion. But it will 


tedious, and I hope unneceſſary, to enumerate the by. 
| > the 
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ted Facts of this nature, with which our hiſtor7 abounds; 
the reader will recollect them for himſelf. Humanity, indeed, 
would with to forget theſe oft-recurring Scenes of Slaughter 
and Deſolation, which caſt a gloom over the goodneſs of 
Providence, and almoſt tempt us to atk, for what Sins of 
Mankind has the Earth been ſo frequently delivered up to 
theſe Vicegerents of Pandemonium ? From time immemo- 
rial the tranſactions of the privileged orders (never forget- 
ting the Prieſthood) have been, for the moſt part, like the 
Code of Draco, penned in blood. 

Hence, alſo, I omit the various ſtruggles of the Pezp'e 
againſt the oppreſſion of the privileged orders. We all 
know the 'Tylers and Hampdens of their day: we have all 
read the voluminous details of the evils which were occaſioned 
by that perfidious Deſpot Charles the Virit—the bleſſed 
Martyr whoſe character ſtill forms the annual Theme of 
pious panegyric among the revercnd profeſſors of courtly 
adulation. To all of us theſe facts are known: they have 
pleaſingly arreſted our attention during youth, but they are 
mourntul and melancholy Leſſons for our more reflecting 
and maturer years. Neither does it ſeem neceſſary to enter 
into a detail of the riſe and progeſs of the numerous foreign 
wars in which the nation has been ſucceſſively plunged from 
the time of William the Norman to the Ara of the Revo- 
lution. It is well known to the moſt ſuperficial reader of 
Engliſh Hiſtory, that almoſt all of them have been exclu- 
ſively owing to the Monarchs on the Throne, and their 
adviſers ; and that none of them are excluſively attributable 
to the People; not even in the two or three folitary caſes 
where they had the apparant ſanction of popular concur- 
rence. In every inſtance, there is full reaſon to believe, 
that had royal Inſtigation been wanting, tie wars would have 
been wanting alſo, 

From the Revolution to the acceſſion of his preſent Ma» 
jeſty, the foreign wars in which the nation has been involved, 
have been frequent, bloody and expenſive. 'The motives 
that gave riſe to them are ſo truly and ſo briefly expreſſed 
by Guthrie *, in a very popular compilation, that altho' the 
paſlage relates to another ſubject, and was penned for a dif- 
terent purpoſe, and by a monarchial writer, 1 ſhall exhibit 
t without ſcruple in illuſtration of my preſent Argument, 
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cc In order to take a clear and comprehenſive View of the 
cc national debt, it muſt firſt be premiſed, that after the Re- 
« volution, when our new Connections with Europe intro. 
« duced a new Syſtem of foreign Politics, the Expences of 
te the nation, not only in ſettling the new Eſtabliſhment, 
« but in maintaining long wars as principals on the Conti. 
« nent, for the ſecurity of the Dutch Barrier; reducing the 
« French Monarchy; ſettling the Spaniſh Succeſſion; ſup. 
« porting the Houſe of Auſtria; maintaining the Liberties 
« of the Germanic Body, and other purpoles, increaſed to 
cc an unuſual Degree; inſomuch that it was not thonght ad- 
ce viſeable to raiic all the expences of any one year by Taxes 
cc to be levied within that year, leſt the unaccuſtomed weight 
« of them ſhould create murmurs amongft the pcople.” — 
That is in ſhort, our forefathers having ſpent as much of 
their own property as they choſe to ſpare in theſe Quixotic 
Expeditions, took the Liberty of ſpending the property of 
their poſterity. It is impoſſible, however, to doubt upon 
the preceding faithful enumeration of the objects of the va- 
rious Wars ſince the Revolution, t whom we are obliged 
for them. They are objects which would very naturally 
enter into the Brain of a Dutch Statdtholder or German 
Elector; but the People of England, left to themſelves, 
would never have looked far enough to think of them, or 
had Folly enough to adopt them. 


Coming now to the Reign of his preſent Majefty, I mutt 


conform my Language to the conſtitutional law of the land, 
and {peak of the wars of this period, not as owing to the Mo- 
narch, but the Miniſter. Hiſtorians of paſt times, not having 
the fear of ex- officio Informations for Libel before their eyes, 
may tell truth with impunity, and take Liberties on behalf of 
the public, which thoſe who animadvert on the "Tranſactions 
of the preſent, muſt, for their own Sakes, cautiouſly abſtain 
from. In the preſent caſe, indeed, there is no need of them. 
Thus much we may aſſert, that as Kings who chuſe Miniſters, 
cannot but entertain ſome private Opinion or other reſpect- 
ing thoſe Meaſures which obviouſly concern thelr own Power 
or Intereſt, it muſt neceſſarily be a ftrong recommendation 
in the choice and continuance of Miniſters, that their ſenti- 
ments are ſimilar to thoſe of the Sov'reign; or, that what- 
ever their own ſentiments may be, they are willing to run 
the riſk of public Reſponſibility, by ſupporting thoſe mea - 


ſures which the Monarch individually may approve. If his 
| Majeſty 
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Majeſty has the right (as he has) of chooſing his Miniſters, 


he muſt be guided in his choice by ſome motive or other; 
and no more obvious motive can be atiigned than a ſimilarity 
of Sentiment *. In the Debates on the American W ar, 
Lord George Germain at one time publicly declared, and 
Lord North at another time pretty ſtrongly inſinuated, that 
altho' they were his Majeſty's Miniſters, they did not pur- 
ſue their own meaſures but the Monarch's. Language ex- 
tremely unconſtitutional, however true it might have been 
in fact. Had Mr. Burke impeached theſe Men inſtead of 
Mr. Haſtings, (and he has abuſed Lord North as virulently 
as Mr. Haſtings)he would have preſerved a little more appear- 
ance of Conſiſtency. But Mr. Burke is now the right honou- 
rable friend and coadjutor of the right honourable Lord in 
the blue Ribbon, with whom, at one time, he and Mr. Fox 
would not dare to truſt themſelves in a room! A truly right 
honourable Coalition; and beautifully illuſtrative of the ſyſ- 
tematic Inconſiſtency which forms ſo diſtinguiſhing a trait 
in Mr. Burke's Character! Bo. 

The American War then, that foul blot upon the charac- 
ter of the nation, and which will mark the reign of George 
the third, as the moſt diſgraceful period of the Britiſh An- 
nals, was the war of the Miniſters. A War, notoriouſly com- 
menced for the mere purpoſes of patronage and Revenue, 
in direct oppoſition, not only to the Spirit of the Conſtitu- 
tion, but to the plaineſt principles of civil Liberty and poli- 
tical Expedience, and virulently perſiſted in, with Circum- 
ſtances of deliberate Inhumanity till then unknown {| In 
the comparatively ſhort but mournful {ſpace of ſeven years, 
more than one hundred and twenty millions 5 of money 
were ſquandered, and at leaſt one hundred and twenty thou- 
ſand Lives ** deſtroyed, to gratify the diabolical paſſions of 
Avarice, Ambition, and Revenge! Nor was this all, for 
there is farther to be added, the mutual loſs which the Eng- 
liſh and Americans ſuſtained in their Trade and their Ship- 
ping, and the ſtill more grievous Calamity which both nati- 
ons experienced by the long ſuſpenſion of Agriculture, 

G 2 Commerce 


Et ſapis, et mecum ſentis, et Jove jndicas æquo. Hor. 
I allude chiefly to the employment of the Indians, and the merciful ma- 
Ricſto which threatened the Americans with the extremes of war. 
$ 1 do not include the pecuniary loſs of the Americans. 
* The Americans compute their leſs-at 70000. Gorxpon's Hiſt. v. 4. 
404. 


1 44 J 


Commerce and Population. Thus has it been in the Power 
of a few men, choſen by the Crown, and many of hom 
Kill live in the luxurious enjoyment of the Waves of Iniquity, 
to throw back the natural courſe of progreſſive Improve. 
ment in Great Britain and America, for at leaſt half 2 
Century! If it be ſaid that theſe facts do not relate to my 
argument, the American War not being the War of the 
King but of his Minitters, I am ready to allow, that fo far 
from 1; peaking of the King individually, it 1s not for me to 
Eetermine whether any, or what part of the American War, 
is directly or indirectly attribut: ble to the exiſtence of a 
monarchial form of Government in this Country, However, 
as the enumeration of the Wars of Great Britain would have 
been very incomplete without ſome notice of an event of 
ſuch magnitude, I could not prope rly omit noticing it. The 
reader muſt draw his own Concluſions from the facts. 

I do not think it worth while to dwell on the petty Miſe 
chiefs of Mr. Pitt's Adminiſtration | in the Article of toreign 
Wars. The Commerce of the Country, bas indeed; been 
three times wa ntonly 1 impeded Fleets have been manned 
without remorſe by the violent meaſure of imprefiing ſailors, 
and they have been unmanned again without conſideration, 
and manned again almoſt- immediately to be diſcharged in 
port without having anſwered one purpoſe of public Utility; 
ſome additional Millions alſo have increaſed the Burthen of 
public Debt; and the national Character has been diſgraced 
in the Eyes of Europe, by unexecuted threats and unre ſented 
inſults. Suck are the Laurels which our heaven-born Miniſ- 
ter has won! But theſe are comparatively trifling evils. 
Youth and Ignorance and Self-Conceit having been placed 
at the helm of the Government, we may thank our good 
fortune that matters are no worſe, We have miſtaken Cun- 
ning for Wiſdom, and Inſolence for Ability, and Declama- 
tion for Knowledge—we have prefumed want of Vice from 
want of Age, and political honeſty from public pro- 
feſſion, and we have heen the Dupes of our own Credulity. 
Mr. Pitt has outwitted the Nation; and I thall be much miſs 
taken, if he does nat, in the end, outwit himſelf. 

That wars are chiefly owing tothe privileged orders, wou: 'd 
be a fair Concluſion from this Circumſtance alone, if there 
were no other to corrobarate it, that to them Europe 1s Y 
debted for STANDING ARMIE>; the favourite ſyſtem, and a 


length the perpetual concomitants of monarchial ene 
ment 
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ment and hereditary Nobility. Kings, thus having the In- 
ſtruments of Ambition always at hand, are ſubject to the 
perpetual temptation of uſing them; and Europe knows, 
melancholy Experience, that a fine army in good Diſcipline 
has too frequently been the Cauſe of war *, that otherwiſe 
might never have exiſted, —With a Body of Men always 
rcady, whoſe trade is fighting, and of which the moſt active 
ſpirits burn for an opportunity of ſignalizing themſelves in 
their honourable vocation, it is no wonder that the temptation 
altogether is ſometimes irreſiſtible, If the fact be denied, 
that ſtanding armics are kept up for the ſake of being read 
to make war when a tempting opportunity preſents itſelf, 
and if it be aſſerted on the contrary, that they are wholly 
maintained for the purpoſe of ſelf-defence, my charge is 
made good in its fulleſt extent; for this proves, that the 
temptation to invade their neighbours, is ſo habitually pow- 
erſul among Monarchs, that each is compelled at an enor- 
mous expence to have an army in perpetual readineſs, for 
the fake of ſecurity againſt the ambition of the ret, 

Nobility morcover, being diſgraced in its own eſtimation, 
by the common and peaceable purſuits of honeſt Induſtay, 
and the Church and the Bench, requiring, at leaſt, an ap- 
pearance of Study, a preſumption of Knowledge, and an 
outward decency of Deportment; with which it can hardly 
be expected that young Men of high birth ſhould willingly 
comply; there ſcarcely remains any other reſource, againſt 
the laſſitude of Idleneſs, to the Favourites of PR1MOGENT» 
TURE, or againſt the unſeemly alliance of Pride and Poverty 
to her Victims, than the Army. No wonder, therefore, 
that the military eſtabliſhment of every Enropean State 
thonld be ſo large, when it ſerves ſuch uſeful purpoſes to 
the privileged orders, in whoſe hands are the Governments 
of Europe; and when it forms ſo ſtrong a link of mutual 
Connection between Sov'reigns and their Nobility, . In this 
Country where politics were much hetter underſtood than in 
any other nation upon earth, before the American and French 
Revolutions, the People have always entertained a well- 
founded dread of Standing Armies; which, from the time of 
Charles the Iſt. to Geo. IId. have been the ſubject of fre- 
quent Struggles between the Court and the People. But the 

| privileged 

It may well be fuſpeQed that we ſhould never have found it worth while 
in England, to annihilate the power of Tippoo Saib in India, if our Army 
Were and our Military Governors had not ſound it out for us, 
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privileged orders have at length obtained a complete Victory, 
and the Army Eſtabliſhment of Great Britain, by the per- 
ſevering endeavours of our Kings and Miniſters, is now 
voted as a matter of courſe; notwithſtanding the people 
are cajoled with the parliamentary farce of its being conti- 
nued only from Year to Year. p 

That ſtanding Armies are dangerous to the Safety of every 
Country where they are maintained, is indubitable from all 
the paſt facts relating to them in ancient and modern Hiſtory, 
Piſiſtratus at Athens, Tyndaridas at Syracuſe, Matho and 
Spendius at Carthage, thus embroiled or enſlaved their 
Country. At Rome, the Army was the alternate inſtrument 
of Ambition to Marius and Sylla, and to Cæſar and Pompey. 
Auguſtus took Care to be appointed Governor of all the Pro- 


vinces where Armies were maintained for fear of Inſurrections. 


Throughout the remaining hiſtory of the Roman State, both 
in the eaſt and the weſt, we find the empire inceilantly de- 
luged in blood, by means of the Army and Preetorian 
Guards, who ſet up and dethroned whom they pleaſed “. 
Let the reader return to modern hiſtory, and peruſe the 
Wars of the Florentines with the German diſbanded Army; 
the Depredations of the Spaniards in the Low Countries ; 
the means by which Guſtavus formerly, and the late King 
of Sweden, in 1772, enſlaved that Country; by which 
Prince Maurice attempted the ſame in Holland ; by which 
the French have been held in civil Bondage, from the times 
of Charles VII. and Louis XI. to the preſent day; to ſay no- 
thing of the Prœtorian Guards the Janizariesof the Turkith 
Empire, and he will have no doubts on the ſubject: if he 
ſhould have any, let him peruſe the Hiſtory of England to 
remove them, where he will ſee a regular ſyſtematic deſign on 
the part of our Monarchs and their Miniſters, to maintain an 
unneceſſary ſtanding Army in time of peace, as a means of 
ſupporting their power, providing for their Dependants, and 
cruſhing the People. The following ſhort view of the hil- 
tory of ſtanding Armies in our own Country, which, with 
the afiiſtance of 'Tenchard, I have compiled from the hiſto- 
ries of the times, will not be unintereiting or irrelevant to 
the preſent purpoſe. 

Richard the Second ſcems to have been the firſt who kept 


on foot a permanent Military; he railed 4000 Archers in 
Cheſhire, 


® Of 26 Emperors 16 were murdered or depoſed. 
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Cheſhire, and with theſe he ſurrounded and overawed the 
Parliament; he let them looſe to live as Free- booters on the 
people, and connived at every exceſs of Rape, Robbery aud 
Murder which they committed. In return for theſe Ser- 
vices he made Chethire a Principality: but being compelled 
to go to Ireland, the People took advantage of his abſence, 
and he was dethroned.— The next appearance of a ſtanding 
Army, was in Henry the VIIth's time, who, much to the 
diſcontent of the Nation, raiſed and continued the Yeomen 
of the Guard. — In England, no farther attempt of this kind 
was made till the Reign of Charles the Iſt, who ſeems to 
have ſet an example of every Species of Deſpotiſm. In 
Ireland, indeed, there was a imall Army conſtantly main- 
tained, even in times of peace. In Edward the IVth's time, 
this was 200 Men; in 1535 it was 300; in 1543, 380 horſe 
and 160 foot. Under Mary 1000; they were encreaſed 
under Elizabeth to 1500 and 2000, which number they con- 
tinued till the 15th of Charles Iſt. 

In 1627 this king diſperſed all over England the Army 
returned from Cadiz, quartering them even upon private 
houſes, as it ſuited his Intereſt or Revenge, eſpecially upon 
thoſe who refuſed payment of the arbitrary loan impoſed to 
maintain the Army. But the Clamours of the people, and 
the war in which he ſoon after engaged, prevented this evil 
from becoming Stationary. In 1628 he ſent for 1000 (Tren- 
chard ſays 2000) German horſe to be quartered upon Eng- 
land, and to ſupport his arbitrazy meaſures; * and it muſt 
« be confeſſed,” ſays Hume *, „ that the King was ſo far 
« right, that he had now, at laſt, fallen on the only effec- 
« tual method of ſupporting his Prerogative; but at the 
« fame time, he ſhould have been ſenſible, that till provided 
« with a ſufficient military force, all his attempts in oppoſition 
« to the riſing Spirit of the Nation, muſt in the end, prove 
© wholly fruitleſs.” In this year the Commons addreſſed 
upon the grievance occaſioned, to the Country, by the bil- 
leting of Soldiers, and the enormities of which they were 
guilty : to remedy this, Charles introduced of his own au- 
thority, martial Law among them. Hence the petition of 
Right preſented the ſame year, complained not only of the 
grievance abovementioned, but alſo of this illegal ſtretch of 
Power in the King. | 

. The 
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The firſt regular project, according to Tretichard “, fory 
ſtanding Army, was in the Year 1629, which <« required 
& only. 3000 foot in conſtant pay to bridle the Impertinence 
cc of Parliaments; to overaw the Parliament and the Nation; 
tc to make edicts to be laws; to force upon the people vaſt 
tc numbers of Exciſes; and in ſhort, to overturn the whole 
cc frame of this noble Engliſh Government. Whoever has 
« mind to peruſe that dangerous Scheme in Ruthworth's 
« Appendix, p. 12, and what he ſays of it in his 5:/ery, 
« will ſee enough.” 

In Ireland, Lord Stafford confiderable augmented the 
ſtanding Army, 'and had not the Scots been roo quick for 
Charles, gooo Iriſh were to have been ſent from thence to 
England: and one of the charges againſt Stafford was his 
advice to Charles to reduce England, by means of the ſtand- 
ing Army of Ireland : for the judicious patriots of that time 
did not chuſe to truſt the King with a permanent ſtanding 
Military in England. This very able Miniſter of a deſpotic 
Sov'reign, faw the uſe of a ſtanding Army, and expretted his 
with for an eſtabliſhment of it in England, as appears by his 
Letters, v. 2. p. 60. In 1641 the parliament declared againſt 
the King's afſumed power of impreſſing men at will for any 
Service, in conſequence of his Laws iflued out Commiſſions 
to raiſe 2000 foot and 200 horſe in Cheſhire, for his Guard. 
Charles on this, offered to raiſe 10000 Volunteers to ſerve 
in Ireland. The Parliament, however, ſaw thro' the Scheme, 
and refuſed it. In 1642, on the ſubject of the King's Com- 
plant againſt the five Members, he came with about 300 
armed Guards, and ſurrounded the Houſe of Commons; 
but this impolitic conduct aniwered no other purpoſe than 
to irritate the people againſt him; and the Civil War, which 
commenced this year, made Armies neceſſary on both ſides. 
Notwithſtanding all the inſtances of arbitrary power on the 
part of this Monarch, he always pofeſſed (as Hume remarks) 
a great Majority in the Houſe of Peers, even after the 
Biſhops were driven away. 

The King being made priſoner, the Army ſoon found its 
own power and importance, and began to dictate to the Par- 
liament, who had entertained (like.good patriots) a deſign 
of diſbanding a great part of the Troops. Theſe, however, 
obtained poſſeſſion of the King's Perion, marched * 


« Arguments again Standing Armies, Part II. 
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the Parliament, new modelled it at their pleaſure, and 
eſtabliſhed a Legiſlature of their own choice. Theſe violent 
proceedings were repeated the next year, and at length in 
1653 Cromwell, who had the army at hi beck, by means of 
it, diſſolved the Parliament, and ſeized the Government. 
Purſuing the common ſyſtem of deſpotic Rulers, he divided 
the Kingdom into regular military Juriſdictions. On the 
acceſſion of his ſon Richard, another parliament was called; 
which was alſo diffolved by the Army, who were not ſatis- 
fied till they had depoſed the new Protector. The long 
Parliament was then reſtored; this alſo was ſoon expelled 
from its functions, by the Military, who at length liding 
with Monk, brought in King Charles the IId. | 
This ſenſible Monarch knew the utility of a ſtanding 
Army to arbitrary power, and therefore was extremely de- 
ſirous of keeping on foot the troops that had ſet him on the 
Throne. Clarendon, however, withot denying his general 
Reaſons, perſuaded the King, that an army fo accuſtomed to 
interfere in the Government of the Country, would not 
ſuit his purpoſe. The King conſented, and the Army was 
diſbanded, except 4000 foot and 1000 horſe, the firſt regu- 
lar ſtanding Army in this Country. Charles meant to have 
kept up the Forts in Scotland which Cromwell had erected 
upon the common principle of curbing the People; but 
Lord Lauderdale (An. 1660) repreſented to him, that it 
was the Loyalty of the Scotch that induced Cromwell to 
erect theſe forts, and that the time would * probably come, 
« when the King, inſtead of Engliſh Garriſons in Scotland, 
« would be glad to have Scotch Garriſons in England; who, 
« ſupported by Engliſh pay, would be fond to curb the 
« ſeditious genius of that opulent Nation: and that a people, 
% ſuch as the Scots, governed by a few Nobility, would 
more eaſily. be reduced to ſubmiſſion under Monarchy, 
« than one like the Engliſh, who breathed nothing but the 
« Spirit of democratical Equality.” (Hume, v. 6. p. 365.) 
This courtier-like advice was accordingly adopted ; and in 
return Lauderdale and Middleton ſome time after, contrived 
that the Scotch ſhould paſs an act, engaging to raiſe 20,000 
foot and as many horſe to enter at his Majeſty's call, into 
any part of his dominions. | 
In conſequence of the King's ſpending upon his Debts 
and his Pleaſures the Money granted by Parliament to carry 
on the Dutch war, De Ruyter was enabled to. fail into the 
Thames, to burn ſome ſhips at Chatham, and to menace 
H Portſmouth, 
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Portſmouth, Plymouth, and Harwich., The King took 
advantage of. this conſternation, not to equip a fleet, but 
to raiſe an Army of 12000 men. Parliament was ſummoned 
in hopes that the preſent diſtreſs would induce them to 
countenance this meaſure they met and the only vote 
the Commons paſſed, was an addreſs to diſband the Army. 
The Court though fit to comply and prorogued the Parlia- 
ment till winter. Peace was foon after ſigned at Breda, in 
July 1667. Charles, however, was well convinced that with 
his views he could govern more eaſily by an Army than 

a Parliament, notwithſtanding the loyal Spirit of the Na. 
tion; accordingly, as a pretext was neceſſary, in 1670 
means were found in conjunction with France, again to quar- 
rel with the Dutch. The King dreading the remonſtrances 
of a Parliament, made long and frequent Prorogations, and 
as Hume remarks, „Every ſtep. he took in this affair became 
te a proot to Men of Penetration, that the War was intended 
« againit the Religion and Libesties of his Subjects, even 
&« more than againſt the Dutch themfelves.” The King by 
this time had gradually increaſed his Guards to about co 
Men; and this war ſerved as a pretext to raiſe an Army of 
about 12000, under General Schomberg, with the money 


goes by the Commons to diſband the former Army, and 
0 


r the general purpoſes of Government. This Army, un- 
der Schomberg, inſtead of being ſent to act with the Allies, 
the French, (with whom in 1670 he had concluded an alli- 
ance, and was to receive 200, 00. a year, and 6000 Men in 
caſe of Reſiſtance at home) he encamped on Blackheath, 
and relying on the aſſiſtance of the French King, he ven- 
tured to aſſume a haughty tone toward the Parliament. But 
when the moment of Rupture arrived, his courage failed 
him, and his Peers adviſed him to comply with the wiſhes 
of the Commons. Shafteſbury, who had promoted the 
arbitrary views of the Monarch, now left him, and laid 
open his deſigns to the leaders of the Commons. Among 
other requeſts, they again addreſſed him to diſband his 
Army as ſoon as the War ſhould be over; Charles gave 
them an evaſive anſwer, not meaning to comply; but at 
length, his poverty and not his will contented, and the troops 
diſbanded themſelves for want of pay. Soon after (Feb. 
1674) peace was concluded with the Dutch, but contrary to 
treaty, Charles ſtill kept up 10,000 Men in the French Ser- 
Vice, to be ready againſt his Subjects at home. Mp 
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kardly ever met but they complained of the conduct and 
propoſed addreſſes for the recall and diſbanding of theſe 
troops, which, for a long time,. was evaded by repeated 
prorogations. At length the King did ifſue a Proclamation 
for the purpoſe, which by his dealings underhand he coun- 
teracted as much as poſſible. About this time, the King 
having made peace, on the part of England, offered his 
mediation between the French and the Allies, and conſulted 
Sir William Temple, whoſe advice upon the oceaſion is 
remarkable. He told his Majeſty,” ſays Hume, v. 8. 
p. 7. © very plainly that he would find it extremely difficult, 
« if not abſolutely impoſſible, to introduce into England 
« the ſame Syſtem of Government and Religion as was 
« eſtabliſhed in France; that the univerſal bent of the na- 
« tion was againſt both. That in France every circum- 
« ſtance had long been adjuſted to that Syſtem of Govern- 
« ment, and tended to its cſtabliſhment and ſupport : that the 
« Commonelity being poor and diſpirited ⁊uere of no account: the 
« Nob:lity, engaged by the profpett or paſſi ion of numerous offices 
« civil and military, were entirely attached to the Court, and 
« the Zecigſiaſtics retained by like motives, added the ſanfion of 
« Religion to the principles of civil Policy.” Such were the 
obſervations of this experienced Stateſman, and well worthy 
they are of the Reader's moſt ſerious Reflection“. In Jan- 
1678, after ſome adjournments, the Parliament met, and 
the Commons agreed to ſupport a War againſt France: they 
voted among the reſt an army of 30000 men; but great 
difficulties were made about this army, which the houſe ſuſ- 
pected would be employed more againſt England than France. 
nor did they ſuſpect without reaton ; for altho' between 20 
and 30000 men were raiſed in a few weeks, not above 3000 
were ſent out to Flanders, under the Duke of Monmouth, 
and a few of the yet undiſbanded regiments were recalled 
jor that purpoſe from France. Parliament meeting again in 
Summer, the Commons, juſtlyirritated at this treacherous con- 
duct, paſſed a vote that all troops raiſed ſubſequent to the 29th 
of September, 1677, ſhould be diſbanded: the King made uſe 
H 2 | of 
; in 1675 a Motion was made and carried in the Houſe of Lords, enjoin- 
ng a teſt to be taken by Members of Parliament, &c. in favour of abſolute 
paſſive obedience and non-refiſtance towards the King, and all that were put 
in Authority under him. —In the beginning of 1677 the Commons were ſirſt 
regularly divided into the Conrt and Country parties; Lord Clifford having 


the regular ſyſtem of Bribery and Corruption to increaſe the power 
the Court. c ; 
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of the Lords to wheedle the Commons into a compliance 
with the continuation of the Army, then about 24,000 men, 
but without effect. The Parliament met again in November, 
when the Commons finding 57 Commiſſions granted to Pa. 
piſts to raiſe men, counterſigned J. Williamion, they ſent 
him to the Tower for this, and for ſaying that the King had 
a right to keep Guards if he could pay them. They then 
voted a ſum to defray the expence of diſbanding the army : 
and as the King had applicd a tormer ſum granted for the 
ſame purpoſe, to the continuing of an army, they directed 
this to be paid into the Chamber of London inſtead of the 
Exchequer. The Lords tinding their Monarch's intentions 
thus defeated, took umbrage and quarrelled with the Com- 
mons. The Commons, however, ſtuck to their own mea- 
ſures, and complained of the forces ſtill in France; and 
voted * that the continuance of any ſtanding forces in this 
cc nation, other than the Militia, was illegal, and a great 
« prievance and vexation to the people.” The King after 
this ſent no more recruits to France, but ſuffered the regi- 
ments there to wear out by degrees. Indeed he was offended 
with the French, tor according to Sir W. 'Temple, when in 
1678, he withed to enter into a private treaty with France, 
the French King tied him to 8000 troops in England and 
no more: upon this Charles exclaimed, “ Are all his pro- 
< miſes to make me abſolute Maſter of my people come to 
« this? Or does he think 7þat a thing to be done with 8000 
« men {”—In the latter end of 1678, the long (or penſioned) 
Parliament was diſſolved. In 1679 another Parliament was 
called, of which, the Commons voted the ſtanding Army 
and the King's Guards illegal. „A new pretenſion,” ſays 
« Hume, « but neceſſary for the full ſecurity of Liberty and a 
« /imited Conflitution.” (v. 8. p. 106.) Hume (who being a 
monarchial writer, I quote as often as I can) ſomewhere elſe 
calls « the Army a mortal diſtemper in the Britiſh Govern- 
ment, of which it muſt at laſt inevitably perith.” 

After this three other Parliaments were ſucceſſively diſ- 
ſolved, not ſuiting * the King's deſigns: and for the laſt 
three years of his reign, he managed without one. Not 
being able to obtain money from the Commons to ſupport 
| 8 


The Lords, however, were, as ufual, the friends of the Monarchy : 
thus the Excluſion bill, which in the Commons was carried by a large malo. 
rity, was rejected in the Lords by a majority of two thirds, (63 to 32). Alt 
the protefant Biltiops, except three, voted agaiuſt it. | 
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the Garriſon and Fortreſs at Tangiers, this was demoliſhed, 
and the Garriſon being brought over to England encreaſed 
the Army in 1683-4 to 8482 privates, beſides officers. In 
treland the Eſtabliſhment was encreaſed to 1700. 
Soon after the acceſſion of James, the Duke of Mon- 
mouth laid claim to the Crown, but 6 or 7000 undiſciplined 
men with him, were defeated by 3000 regular troops: 
James never loſing ſight of the common object of his prede- 
ceflors, took occaſion upon this to raiſe the army to'15,000 
Men, and told the parliament, which was ſummoned in 
1685, that the Militia was altogether uſeleſs. The Com- 
mons, ſuppliant as they were, thought that as the Ringdom 
had been defended hitherto without the aſſiſtance of 2 
ſtanding Army, it might be ſo ſtill: and if the Militia was 
uſeleſs they would make it uſeful, and accordingly they 
ordered in a bill for that purpoſe. However James pro- 
rogued them and called no other Parliament during his 
reign. Toward the latter end of it, his ſtanding Army was 
encreaſed to 20,000 in England, and to 8,700 in Ireland. 
When the Convention Parliament met under King 
William, they declared that “ the keeping up a ſtanding 
« Army in Time of peace without authority of Parliament, 
« was contrary to Law.” Throughout the whole of King 
Williams reign however, there was a perpetual Struggle be- 
tween him and the Commons on this ſubject; and when in 
1698 they at length compelled him to diſband his troops, 
he complained grievouſly of ill uſage, and even threatened 
to quit his Throne. When he gave his Conſent to the Bill 
for this purpoſe, (which was carried in the Commons by 
185 againſt 148, of whom 116 were placemen) the King 
could not help expreſſing his anger on the occaſion. In 
apparent compliance with this meaſure, the men were diſ- 
banded, but the Officers were retained. This flagrant cheat 
however, on the part of the Monarch, would not ſatisfy 
the people, and therefore a few Regiments were actually 
and compleatly diſbanded and the reſt ſent to Ireland, to 
be ready when occaſion offered. But this ſcheme alſo was 
ſeen through; and the Commons required a Lift of the 
diſbanded Troops, which William promiſed ar ſoon at he 
conveniently could, and the Parliament broke up a 3 
ä | after. 


F This Year and this Parliament was remarkable for an oppoſition to Court 
Meaſures, beginning in the Houſe of Peers, and being moved by a Biſhop! 
(Bp. of London). 
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after. ' The King then ſent for other foreign regiments, 
and kept them in Ireland. Indeed this glorious Deliverer, 
as it has been the faſhion to call him, was not much better 


than a Tyrant and a Traitor. See his Letter to Lord Galway 


about the Army, dated Kingſton, Jan. 27, 1698 (Ralph's Con- 
tinuation of Guthrie, p. 2. p. 808.) | 
This Monarch, as Ralph very properly obſerves (p. 2. 


p. 760.) © In his Declaration when bidding for the affec. 


c tion and Confidence of the People, as Prince of Orange 
tc had ſet forth, that his great purpoſe was to ſettle their 
<« Liberties on ſuch a foundation that no danger ſhould re- 
cc main of their relapſing into Slavery: and that as ſoon as 


ce this was done he would ſend back all his foreign Forces. 
„ And yet he was now (1697) contending not only for a 


« Standing Army, which was incompatible with the Security 
« of theſe Liberties, but for ſuch an Intermixture of 
« Foreigners among them as aggravated out of Meaſure, the 
« Jealouſy which from ſuch a Variety of Cauſes had taken 
© poſſeſſion of the Public. For of theſe Foreigners he had 
« one troop of Horſe conſiſting of 220 Men, and one Re- 


tc giment of Body Guards, conſiſting of four Batalions or 


« 2670 Men. Theſe were Dutch. He had alſo one Scotch 
« regiment of 1656 Men: two regiments of Dragoons, 


«-conſiſting of about 1400 Men, and three of foot, conſiſt- 


«ing of almoſt 3000, all French refuges, who had no 
« other Dependence but upon him, and with a very little 
« Court-manag2ment might in proceſs of time have been 
« brought to ſerve for ſuch Prætorian bands as ſerved the 
« worſt purpoſes of the worſt Roman Tyrants; or the 
« Turkiſh Janizaries, who have no Property but their ſwords, 
t nor relation to or connection with any one of the human 
« Species but the officers who diſcipline, and the Lord Pa- 
« ramount, who pays and commands them.” In the Letter 
above referred to (to Lord Galway) William propoſed to 
ſend ſecretly 18 Batalions of Foot, 3 Regiments of Horſe, 
and 5 of Dragoons to Ireland. 


In the very next Seſſion the King made another attempt 
to keep up his Dutch Guards, and the Court party did their 
utmoſt to carry this point in the Houſe of Commons, but- 


without avail, for the Houſe addreſſed the Sov'reign on the 


Subject, reminding him of his repeated promiſes, and re- 


queſting their diſmiſſion, to which the King reluctantly 
conſented. ; Th 
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Thus ended the many Struggles between William and the 
Houſe of Commons on the Subject of a Standing Army, 
the latter indirectly conſenting (1698-9) to a compromiſe 
for 6000 foot and 4000 horſe and Dragoons, which the 

5,0000F then voted for the army was computed to maintain, 
inſtead of 17656 Infantry, and 6876 Horfe, of which the 
Engliſh military then conſiſted. The King however added 
3000 Marines under pretence of their not being a Military 
Corps. | 

— the reign of Queen Anne, till the Peace of Utrecht, 
the Nation was engaged in perpetual Wars upon the conti- 
nent for the purpoſe already mentioned; the ſtanding army 
at home during that time was between 9 and 10, ooo; after 
the peace 1713, it was augmented (including invalids) to 
about 12,000. 

In the Reign of Geo. Iſt. during the rebellion in 1716, 
the military Eſtabliſhment was encreaſed to 32,000, againſt 
which the Minority-Lords entered a Proteſt. On the quel- 
ling of this Rebellion, the famous (or rather infamous) 
Septennial bill was brought in, and paſſed. In 1717 the 
Army was 16,347 (probably beſides Invalids for Walpole 
this Year inveighs againſt the danger of a Standing Army 
of 18,000 Men. In 1718 he was a violent opponent of 
the Juriſdiftion of Courts Martial. In 1721 and 1722, 
there were again proteſts on the Mutiny bill, the army in 
the latter Year being 16,449 effective Men, and 1815 In- 
valids, In the next yeap there was another proteſt, 4000 
having been added to the Army and retained. In 1724 the 
Army debate occaſioned another proteſt, and others in 1729, 
1730 and the beginning of 1731. At the cloſe of 1731 
another proteſt was entered againſt the ſtanding Army, and 
it was moved that the Committee ſhould be directed to pro- 
poſe 12,000 inſtead of the number intended by Miniſtry; 
but this of courſe was negatived. The year 1732 produced 
another pfoteſt on the ſame Subject. In 1733 the Duke of 
Marlborough brought a bill into the Lords to make com- 
miſſioned Officers independant of the Court, which like all 
other motions, was quaſhed by the Miniſtry. On this oc- 
caſion alſo the Minority Lords entered a proteſt. In 1735 
the Army was augmented to 25,744, which occaſioned like- 
wiſe a proteſt. ” In 1738 the Duke of Newcaſtle had en- 
creaſed the Army to 38,000. In 1740 another Augmenta- 
tion was propoſed of 10,325 to 50,515 already on foot, and 

proteſted 
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ms againſt by near 40 Lords. In the year 1743 we 
d 23,000 Military and 11,550 Marines. 

All theſe Debates in the Lords were attended with ſimilar 
diſcuſſions in the Commons; but as uſual to no effect, the 
Syſtem of miniſterial bribery which Clifford had introduced 
in the time of Charles the IId. which William improved, 
and Walpole perfected, and which, until the preſent imma- 
eulate adminiſtration, has never been loſt Sight of, prevented 
any ſucceſsful oppoſition to theſe meaſures of the Court. 
I have omitted for the ſake of brevity, the very important 
ſtruggles during all this period from the time of Charles Iſt. 
on the Subject of Courts Martial, but they well deferve to 
be traced by thoſe who would form a true Judgment of the 
Character and effects of Monarchial Government. 

The Military Peace Eſtabliſhment of Great Britain haz 
not materially varied during this reign. I have not the 
means of being very accurate, but the following is near 
the truth; the forces conſtantly maintained in Great Britain 
are about 18,000—the annual Expence of the Army eſtab- 
liſhment altogether, is about 1 800, ooo; and that of the 
ordnance office for Land Service, about 450, ooo. 

Sir John Sinclair“ eſtimates the general Expences of the 
peace Eſtabliſhment upon the average ſince the revolution 
as follows: 


During the reign of King Willlam - — 1,907,455 
ueen Anne - = = 1,965, 605 | 

George J. = ' 2,583,000 | 

George II. = 2,766,000 

{ 


George III. Anno 1970, 
. the Civil Liſt. 5 4322972 
Eſtimate of the peace | 
eſtabliſhment — 449373274 
So that our peace eftabliſhment has encreaſed ſince the 
reign of King William, above THREE MILLION STERLING 
ANNUALLY! what it will amount to hereafter, God knows. 
The Expences of the various Wars, ſince the revolution, 
including the amount of the Supplies raiſed within tis 
year, he mu as follows: || | 
Wee 


» Hiftory of the pubic revenue, 4to. v. 3. page 98. | ibid. p. 99+ 
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Expences of War during the reign of William III. 30, 447, 383 


Queen % % o „ > 0 i. 43,360,003 


George II.. 6,048,267 
Expence of the War begun Anno 1739 - - 46, 418, 689 
Ditto of the War begun Anno 1756 - + 111,271,996 
Ditto of the American War - - - 139,171,876 
Ditto of the late Armament » +» +» += » 311,385 

C377, 29, 598 


Let the reader reflect a little on this enormous Sum; and 
on the uneſtimated and incalculable Detriment to Agricul- 
ture, Manufactures, Commerce, and Population, which 
theſe Wars muſt have occaſioned. Let him conjecture what 
the Nation might have been; and then let him draw his 
own Concluſions. Of the 18,000 men thus kept up in Great 
Britain, in time of profound peace, where is the neceſſity 
of ONE MAN? If our Navy is what it ought to be, there ca 
be no invaſion from abroad—If Government is what it 
ought to be, there can b2 no inſurrection at home—And if 
his Majeſty wants Guards, why cannot he, like moſt of his 
predeceſſors, look upon the people as his Guards? When 
the Duke of Alanſon came over to England to the Court 
of Queen Elizabeth, after admiring the Splendor of her 
Court and the Conduct of her Government, © but where 
« are your Majeſty's Guards?” ſays he. This queſtion ſhe 
reſolyed a few days after, when taking him in her Coach 
thro the City, and pointing to the people, who received 
her in Crouds with repeated acclamations, « theſe my Lord, 
« ſays ſhe, are my Guards.” 

During the reign of King William, when the power of 
the French King was the ſtrongeſt; when Louis the XIVth 
the moſt ambitious Monarch of Europe, maintained an army 
of 450,000 men, and ſo far from being friendly to Great 
Britain, perſonally hated the Monarch on the Throne, 
10,000 men were the utmoſt that the Parliament thought 
neceſſary; and were it not from a deſire of ending the per- 
ſevering attempts of the King to eſtabliſh a military ſyſtem 
in time of peace, they would probably have deemed half 
that number far more than enough. Now, when we are at 
peace with all the World, when the only Power which could 
turniſh a pretence for a ſtanding army has taken away every 
former pretext on ber part, we are to maintain 18,000 

Soldiers 
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Soldiers in Great Britain! The People, the taxed and op- 
preſſed People, have a right to know for what purpoſe, and 
it is to be hoped they will know. 

If then, there be no enemies foreign or domeſtic, why this 
Swarm of Military overrunning the Land? And why de- 

ade and neglect that noble and conſtitutional defence, the 
national Militia? Is it becauſe an army, being a ſeparate 
body from the people, have a ſeparate Intereſt and an eþrit 
de Corps; and that they are blindly ſubſervient to the will 
of their leaders? while a Militia, being part of the Nation, 
feel themſelves Citizens as well as Soldiers, and are there- 
fore not convertible into the Inſtruments of arbitrary Power? 
Certainly the ſyſtem now purſued, is open to theſe Queſ- 
tions and theſe Suſpicions. 

But the expence of a military Eſtabliſhment, is far from 
being the only objection to which it is liable, even ſuppoſing 
that it had not the other tendencies already mentioned, At 
home and abroad our ſtanding army during peace, amounts 
to about 40,000 Men. Theſe muſt of neceſſity conſiſt of 
Men in the prime of Life, and who in the common courſe 
of things, if they were not ſoldiers would be fathers of Fa- 
milies, and contributors to the common Stock of uſeful In- 
duſtry and Population. But their profeſſion as Soldiers ren- 
ders a family extremely inconvenient if not inſupportable, 
to at leaſt two thirds of the number, upon a very moderate 
computation. Forty thouſand Soldicrs therefore may rez- 
ſonably be computed as an annual Loſs to the national Po- 
pulation of at leaſt 50,000 Children; and they form an in- 
creaſe of unprodufive Inhabitants (beſide the expence) to 
the whole Amount in number of the Eſtabliſhment. 

But Celibacy does not eradicate the common propenſities 
of our Nature, and a ſtanding Army therefore is from ne- 
ceſſity, a perpetual eſtabliſhment of national debauchery, 
for which not the Soldiers but the Government are blame- 
able and accountable. Nor is this the only offence againſt 
Morality to which a Military Syſtem is liable, and I am 
ſometimes loſt in aſtoniſhment and concern, that any man 
can voluntarily adopt a profeſſion ſo repugnant to common 
ſenſe and common humanity; ſo laviſh in its principle and 
practice, and whoſe ſervices are fo ill requited. It is too 
much the faſhion among Writers who wiſh well to their 
Country and to the Cauſe of Liberty, to inveigh not only 


againſt the Profeſſion but the Profeflors—not only againſt a 
| Soldiery, 
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Soldiery, but againſt Soldiers. I am anxious not to be 
ſuſpected of this Intention. I am ſeriouſly of opinion, that 
in this nation at leaſt, where the Army is not formed by 
tyrannical compulſion, but for the moſt part by voluntary 
inliſtment, the Soldiers are the flower of the nation, not 
merely in form of Body, but in qualities of mind. The 
young Men who enter into the Army, are obviouſly tempted 
to prefer the ſeducing occupations of a military life, in 
conſequence of poſſeſſing naturally a greater flow of animal 
Spirits, a greater portion of Courage, a more ardent defire 
of Diſtinction, and ſuperior activity of Diſpoſition to their 
neighbours. They have all the qualities that we expect to 
find in young men, in a ſuperior degree to the youth of their 
own ſtanding ; and are for the fame reaſon, more thought- 
leſs and inattentive both to their own Intereſt and their 
moral duties. Unluckily for them, the inſtant they become 
ſoldiers they are bound by their profeſſion to think no more. 
They are taught to become Machines in the hands of their 
Officers, and to pay the moſt ſervile and implicit obedience 
to the commands of their Superiors, of whatever nature 
they may be. 'Thus are the mental faculties benumbed, and 
every good quality of the Man, is ſunk in the Machine. 
Were not this the Caſe, were it not that thought and 
reflection are either totally laid aſide, or ſedulouſly ſup- 
preſſed, how can we account for a Man becoming a Soldier? 
For in the eye of reaſon and reflection, what is a Soldier? 
A perſon who profeſſes to renounce all free-agency, to have 
no will of his own, and to ſubmit himſclf, body and mind, 
to the will of another—whoſe particular trade it is to hold 
himſelf in readineſs to put his fellow Creature to death, 
whether friend or enemy, citizen or foreigner, at the com- 
mand of another, without enquiring into the reaſon or 
propriety of the Command; for the profeſſional creed, the 
Sum and Subſtance of a Soldier's Duty, is implicit Obedience; 
it is his buſineſs to ac, and he permits his Commander to 
think for him. Who is contented to abjure all family com- 
fort and domeſtic ſociety—who gives up the character of 
2 Citizen for the more honourable title, as he is taught to 
deem it, of his Majeſty's S-rvant—who in his duty to his 
Commander, ſinks all concern for his duty to his Country, 
being denied the right of inveſtigating the propriety of the 
orders he receives—who on his entrance into this voluntary 


dtate of permanent Servitude, renounces the boaſt and 
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pride of an Engliſhman, the trial by Jury, and ſubmits ts 
the Judgment, not of his Equals, who could feel for bis 
Situation when accuſed, but of his Superiors, who decide 
too frequently on offences which they never can experience 
the temptation to commit. The Puniſhments of a Soldier 
are ſevere and degrading; his Duties ſervilely obedient; and 
to crown the whole, his Wages far too ſmall for comfortable 
Subfiſtence, and below the common average of an induſ- 
trious day Labourer. Thus renouncing his Duties as a Man, 
and his Rights as an Engliſhman—thus living in a perpetual 
State of mental Degradation, always ill paid in proportion 
to his Labour, and frequently ill provided when his daily 
taſk is over—cajoled with the title of Gentleman, that his 
vanity may be made ſubſervient to the Intereſt of his em- 
ployers—and flogged like a Slave when he deſerts from 2 
profeſſion which a Man of Spirit and Reflection can, with 
difficulty approve—he lives, uncomfortably to himſelf, and 
unprofitably to the community—a character hardly to be 
blamed, but much to be pitied. I have no doubt what- 
ever but the time approaches, when the Nations of 
Europe will ſee their true Intereſt in the mild Syſtem of 
_ on Earth and good will toward Men, and that a Sol- 

ier will be unneceſſary and unknown. Till that time 
comes, it is much to be wiſhed that the ſituation of the 
Military ſhould be made leſs degrading and more comfort- 
able; that they ſhould be better paid, and better fed, and 
better taught : that they ſhould be permitted to know that 
4 Soldier ought to be a Citizen, and that altho' the per- 
petual ſervitude of one man to another man is degrading to 
the human Character, the ſervitude of a Citizen to his 
Country, is of all employments the moſt honourable, and 
of all Duties the moſt ſacred. I hope moſt devoutly that 
the time may never come, in this Country, when a national 
Struggle between Oppreſſion on one Side and Freedom on 
the other, muſt be decided by the fate of Arms—I am 
how, to the beſt of my Judgment and Abilities, labouring 
to prevent the poſſibility, by urging 2 timely reform in 
thoſe errors and abuſes in the Government of the Country 
that are too notorious to be defended or denied: but if that 
time of national diſaſter ſhould arrive, I truſt the Soldiers 
of Great Britain will feel their rights as Men, and their 


duties as Engliſhmen, and become not the Enſlavers but the 


Proteftors of their Country, 
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I have dwelt thus long on the Subject of Standing Armier, 
becauſe I think it an Object of very great national Import- 
ance, about which the People are aſleep. For my own part, I 
ſhould be puzzled to aſſign one good reaſon for the main- 
taining of one regiment throughout Great Britain at this 
preſent moment; when at the ſame time it ſeems to be 
taken for granted, that we cannot do without 18,000 men.* 

The preceding facts relating to a Standing Army, lead me 
farther to remark thattheſe privileged ordersarealſodangerous 
to public tranquility from their Syſtematic oppoſition to the 
Claims of the people, and to all peaceable propoſals of Improve- 
ment and Reformation—Having, for the moſt part, the power 
of the State in their own hands, and having a common intereſt 
in oppoſing all Innovations but ſuch as they make themſelves, 
and connive at for their common benefit, they are enabled 
to treat with inſolent Contempt or affected Indignation, the 
the well-founded Clamours of the multitude, and to ſup- 
preſs all attempts on the part of the people to meliorate their 
Condition, or ſtem the torrent of public Corruption. 'Thus 
they proceed till oppreſſion can no longer be borne, and the 
dreadful remedy of inteſtine war, is the only reſource to 
which the nation can fly. For the moſt part on ſuch occa- 
hons, the People have only changed one ſet of Tyrants for 
another; America and France have taught the world that 
the only Revolution worth making, is a Revolution not for 
the Sake of Princes, but of Principles, not of Men but of 
Maxims. 

« For a Nation. to change the form of its Government, 
« (fays M. La FaretTTs), it is ſufficient that ſhe wills it.” 
With reſpect to the right, this is univerſally true; but the 
practice is attended with danger, and with difficulty, where 
hoſtile Corporations of privileged orders are ever on the watch 
againſt public Liberty, and ever ready to defend their ini» 
quitous claims, againſt the requiſitions of the People.S In 
America, where the people are not a herd of SubjeFs to 
any privileged order; where they are not governed by he- 
reditary rulers, who have ſeparate Intereſts from thoſe of 

. the 


*1 believe the Military are uſually inlifted for Life, while the Army is 
enly legally from Year to Year. Quere. Whether any inliftment is valid 
beyond the period when the exiſting Mutiny-bill expires? | 


{ La Conſtitution Angloiſe que vous vantez pardeſſus tout, eſt elle autre 
choſe qu'un Complication de chaines affez artiſtement rombin&es aſſez adrois 
tement deguiſces, pour que le poids en ſoit preſqu* inſeuſible au Peuple? 
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the nation, but by their own immediate agents and repre. 
ſentatives, whom they continue no longer than while they 
do their duty, ſuch changes and improvements in their re- 
ſpective Governments, as Circumſtances make neceſſary, are 
frequent and caſy; accomplithed without oppoſition or dif. 
turbance; and tho' ſuch as would ſhake an European Nation 
to its centre, are hardly known in Europe. While with us, 
the privileged orders are tremblingly alive to the danger of 
Innovation; they view every Inlet of political knowledge 
with a jealous eye and menacing aſpect, and they cling to 

the moſt flagrant abuſes, as to the moſt ſacred of rights. 
No reflecting Man, can look back at the laſt half Centu- 
ry, or conſider the probabilities of the next, without ſeeing 
clearly that the Revolution of Errope is at hand. In this 
Country as in others, the day of Reformation muſt come. 
The true friends of the People, aware of the Danger that 
muſt inevitably enſue from a long continuance of privi- 
leged Obſtinacy, cry out for early and peaceable Reforma- 
tion. For the ſake of theſe orders, it is to be hoped they 
will not cry out in vain; leſt tired with increaſing oppreſſion, 
and bending under the burthen of public Servitude, an 
irritated people may demand a reſtoration of their long loſt 
rights, and Kings, and Biſhops, and Nobles, be irrevocably 

ſwept away in the dreadful torrent of public reſentment. 
| Moreover this hereditary Syſtem of privileged orders is 
unjuſt as well as dangerous. Ihe people, if they were wil- 
lng, have not the right to create any power whatever 
which ſhall be independent of themſelves; they cannot give 
t 


Mais repondez moi, appellez- vous Liberte un etat dont le penple ne pourroit 
ſortir que par Violence ſi telle etoit ſa Volonte? Une Nation eſt elle Hire, 
quand VInſurreQion eſt la ſeule voie que lui ſoit ouverte pour changer le ſor- 
me du Gouvernement auquel elle eſt aſſujettie? Il y a tres-Join de la Volonte 
de la Majorite a I ae de VinſurreQtion. Il faut que le beſoin du Change» 
ment ſoit extreme, pour que cette Volonte ſe maniſeſte bien hautement, pour 
les hommes eclaires puiſſent en juger les effets, et pow queles plus hardis 
| t le ſignal de la Rupture. Le Gouvernement qui à en ſa poſſeſſion la force 
publique, a tous les moyens d' arreter le premieres ſecouſſes, et de prevenir un 
eclat general. Entre la volontẽ d' une Nation paiſiblement et legalement inter · 
rogee ct le colere d' un peuple qui briſe violemment un Governement inſup- 
portable, la diſtance eſt immenſe. C'eſt la difference qui exiſte entre un home X 
me jouiſſent de fa libertẽ naturelle, et un cſclave furicux que rompt ſes fers pour 
les reprendre. Vous conviendrez bien que fila majorite du peuple Anglois ne 
voulon plus ni Roi ni Chambre-haute, il faudroit verſer dix fois plus de Sang 
detruire ces deux Inſtitutions Ariſtocratiques que pour renverſer 2 Con- 


ople toute la puiſſance du grand Seigneur. (De la Propricte dans {cs 
Rapports avce Ic Droit politique, 18m. p. XII.) 
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that authority which they do not poſſeſs. It muſt be allow- 
ed that (unleſs in the caſe of Uſurpation, which ſets the im- 

ropriety of Privileges beyond doubt), theſe orders cannot 
# created but by the voice of the Majority, and for the 
good of the Majority: if they anſwer not the end of their 
Creation, the reaſon of their Continuance fails, and there- 
fore ſo far from claiming a right to exiſt independent of the 
will of the People, they ought not to exiſt at all. But whe- 
ther they do anſwer the purpoſe of their Creation or not, 
can only be decided by the Sentiments of the Majority for 
whoſe good they were created. So that in all Caſes they 
muſt of right be amenable to the will of the Community, 
as the ſole 4 of the propriety of their Continuance. 

« I would aſk (ſays a French Writer already ney 
« how you will manage to create theſe independent Powers? 
« Of what elements and materials are the People compoſed, 
« that they can produce from their body powers which 
« ſhall become independent of them? How can they give 
« a Pre-er:inence to any one, which they have no right to 
« take away? In ſhort, by what means can a minority of 
« any kind acquire an Independence of that majority from 
« which it originally derived its Authority ? | 

« You muſt allow, that for the purpoſe of obtaining 
« theſe powers independent of the people, you muſt have 
« recourſe to ſomething ſuperior to the people; for you will 
« never perſuade them that they have given exiſtence to a 
« power which they cannot annihilate. You muſt there- 
« fore call in the divine right, or ſome other imaginary 
« Authority as a foundation for theſe independent Inſtitu- 
« tions, to furniſh a Title that they may at all times hold 
out to the Nation when it thinks fit to conteſt this af- 
« ſerted Independence, Kings and Ariſtocrats, do what 
they will, muſt found their Rights on a Commiſſion from 
« the Deity, or on the choice of the people. In the firſt 
« Caſe I ſhall willingly acknowledge their Independence on 
« the indiſpenſible Condition that they ſhew me their Dele- 
“ gation from on high: in the other caſe they are no more 
« than the Delegates of a Democracy.” | 

% But they have at all times held this laſt Title in ſuch 


* dread and Abhorrence, that they have ſpared no pains to 


* alume. the other; and for greater ſurety herein, they 
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tc have always connected God and the fond Theſe two 
« words contain a compleat hiſtory of the human race, 
« from the moſt ancient Annals to our own Day; and the 
« armed 'Theocracy ſtriving againſt the indeſtructible Sen- 
« timent of natural Equality, offers an abridgement of all 
« the Revolutions of Empires.” Folk 
But if the people cannot have a right to create Powers 
and Privileges irrevocable and uncontroulable by themſelves, 
ſtill leſs have they a right to create ſuch Powers and Privileges 
deſcendible in hereditary ſucceſſion, at the expence of and 
uncontroulable by Poſterity. All Government is or ought 
to be inſtituted for the happineſs of the people who ſubmit 
to be governed; but as it is impoſſible for the preſent Ge- 
neration to put themſelves exactly in the Situation wherein 
the next Generation will be, the preſent cannot be the pro- 
per Judges of what will beſt conduce to the happineſs of the 
next—Poſterity alone will be in poſſeſſion of the facts ne- 
ceſſary to decide upon the means to this end, and therefore 
Poſterity alone can judge far itſelf. | 
Alſo, for the ſame reaſons that the preſent Generation 
has a right to purſue its own Judgment and Inclination, the 
next will have the right to do the ſame. Neither can any 
good Argument be aſſigned, why every ſucceeding Genera- 
tion, to the end of time, ſhould be controuled by the pre- 
ſent, even ſuppoſing that Knowledge and Experience were 
not progreſſive.— Judging, therefore, from theoretical rea- 
ſoning, hereditary privileges and functions are void, ab 
initio, being eſtabliſhed by incompetent authority at the beſt, 
Theſe privileged orders are alſo unjuſt to the Community, 
becauſe they form a monopoly of public functions, more or 
leſs extenſive: and it is well known that where buſineſs is to 
be done, it is beſt done with Competition, and always com- 
paratively ill done by thoſe who are carcleſs of public ap- 
probation, becauſe independent of public opinion. Hence 
the People are deprived of the benefit which would ariſe 
from employing men of known abilities and experience in 
offices now filled by hereditary claimants. In thoſe caſes of 
hereditary Privileges, where there are no functions to bg 
fulſilled no duties to be performed—where they are the 
mere ſinecures of ariſtocratic Vanity, the Injuſtice is ſtil} 
more glaring. | ' 
They are unjuſt alſo to men of Experience and Abilities, 
who are thus ſhut out from from the common chance of 
. ſucceeding 
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ſucceeding to the political functions for which their Talents 
and their Studies have beſt fitted them, and deprived, in a 
t meaſure, of the due reward of meritorious attainment, 
Moreover © as Wiſdom cannot be made hereditary, Power 
ought notz” for the ſole reaſon of conferring the one, is 
the preſumed Exiſtence of the other. But this cannot be 
rationally preſumed in the caſe of hereditary ſucceſſion, 
and the preſumption, if not directly contrary to, is utterly 
unſupported by common Experience. Hr 
| Moreover this Syſtem of Privileged Orders is ſupported 
by that execrable Violation of the. plaineſt dictates of na- 
tural Affection, of Juſtice and Humanity, the Law of Pri- 
nngeniture. A Law, by which the ties of domeſtic. union 
are broken, and every Child but the firſt-born, unfeelingly 
doomed to Indigence and Dependance, that the eldeſt may 
ſupport the family pride in all the ſplendor of luxurious 
oſtentation. It is impoſſible to calculate the ſum of Benefit 
prevented, and Evil occaſioned, by the prevalence of this 
iniquitous Syſtem. The Maſs of Induſtry and Exertion 
that would neceflarily have been produced by the equal Di- 
viſion of large fortunes among the Children of rich families, 
would long ago have doubled in all ny the Wealth 
and Proſperity of Europe. It would have added and would 
ſill add, to the productive inſtead of the unproductive Claſs 
of Inhabitants, to the Bees inſtead of the Drones of the 
Hive; it would ſoon render Idleneſs unfaſhionable, and 
Luxury impoſſible; it would contribute to the ſolid enjoy - 
ment of life, by a general ſubſtitution of Comforts and Con- 
veniences for Glitter and Parade; it would cut off from the 
Sources of Vice by the diſcouragement of Celibacy, and i 


would encourage population, becauſe Ind is Patrimony; 
it would — 9 — domeſtic felicity, for Affection and not 
Avarice would lead our to the altar, and the ſeeds 6f 


envy and jealouſy, of filial-diſobedience and fraternal dif- 
ſention would be nouriſhed no more; perſonal ſtrength an 

national beauty would be gainers by the change, for peace 
and plenty, and moderate labour would preſent their ruddy 
o&pring to the ſtate, and the friends of mankind would 
leſs frequently commiſerate the ghaſtly progeny of effemi- 
nate indulgence, debauchery and diſeaſe. Thus might our 
Waſtes be cultivated, Agriculture ſupported, Manufactures 
improved, and Commerce extended. The Axe indeed would 
de laid to the root of W Geacalogy, and hereditary 
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Privilege would mourn over the loſs of her Coadjutor, and 
would ſicken and decay when unſupported by the ſiſter- aid of 
Primogeniture; but the Future Generation, freed from theſe 
canker-worms of Society, would joyfully celebrate the Pe- 
riod of internal proſperity and external peace; and exclain 
with the Poet, 


En nova Progenies, et rerum naſcitur Ordo!” 


Such are the objections to the Tyzory of Privileged Or. 
ders; and for the reafons I have thus given in the preceding 
Pages, and others of a ſimilar tendency to be met with in 
the books I have quoted, I ſhould moſt aſſuredly lift up 
my voice againſt the admiſſion of this Syſtem in whole or in 
part, wherever a new form of Government ſhould be pro- 

ſed, under which it would be my lot to become a Citizen. 

have adduced inſtances of illuſtration from Engliſh Hiſtory 
in preference, becauſe if the Privileged Orders be of ſome 
uſe, and of ſlight detriment any where, it is in this Country: 
if they will bear examination under any, they ſurely will 
under the, boaſted Britiſh Conſtitution. It in this Country 
therefore, that they are to be viewed under their moſt fa- 
vourable Aſpect—here, where we rejoice in poſſeſſing a 
limited Monarchy, and make it our pride and boaſt that he- 
reditary functions and diſtinctions are checked, and balanced, 
and controuled—not left to the free courſe of thoſe obvious 
tendencies which the Theory of them would indicate, but 
confined as far as political foreſight could confine them 
within the pale of public Utility. I grant that in propor- 
tion as they are thus controuled, they are leſs detrimental 
here than in other Countries, and perhaps, productive of 
as much occaſional Utility as the Nature of them will per- 
mit. But here and every where they appear to me, to 
poſſeſs much more Influence than Neceſſity will warrant, 
and they are chiefly indebted for their preſent exiſtence to 
the peaceable Temper and compromiſing ſpirit of the Times. 

I ſhould not be much ſurpriſed, nor (for my own Sake) 


ſhould I be much concerned if the preſent adduction of 


Facts and Arguments reſpecting the Theory of Government, 
ſhould be tortured into a LI BEL on the Britiſh Conſtitution. 
Even while I have been penning this Vindication of a mea- 
ſure which I ſhall always conſider as honourable and praiſe- 
worthy, the name of our gracious Sov'reign (if public con- 
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ſtruction be well-founded) has been mſt impudently and atroe, 
ciouſly perverted to the baſe purpoſes of CaLUMNY and FALSE», 
noob againſt Mr. Watt and myſelf, in the late Proclama- 
tion. I am well aware, and I willingly admit that under 
the preſent Conſtitution of Great Britain, no public mea- 
{ure whatever is perſonally attributable to his Majeſty, and I 
attribute none to him; otherwiſe I might be tempted to pay 
ſome reſpect even to this malevolent, but contemptible per- 
formance; as it is, it deſerves none, Malevolent and con- 
temptible I call it, for what but Malevolence could dictate 
2 Publication ſo evidently fitted to prejudice and inflame the 
public againſt actions right in themſelves, and not forbidden 
by the Law, and againſt Perſons of unblemiſhed Character, 
and acting from the beſt Intentions. Contemptible it is, 4 
becauſe it exhibits the Weakneſs as well as the Malignity of 14 
thoſe who framed it; and ſo compleatly has it counteracted 1 
its own Intentions by encreaſing the Circulation of thoſe 
writings to which it alludes, and the reputation of thoſe 
Perſons whoſe Characters it attacks, that one would more 
than ſuſpect Mr. Burke to have been conſulted on the occa- 
ſion, Had the Correſpondencies alluded to in the procla- 
mation been ſeditious in reality, as they are falſely called in 
that Paper, there is little doubt but the engines of the Law 
would have been ſet to work againſt them long ago and 
with reſpect to thoſe, entered into by Mr. Watt and my- 
ſelf on the part of the Mancheſter Society, the reader ſhall 
have an opportunity of judging for himſelf. I think the 
time is not far diſtant when the People however miſtaken 
they may be at preſent, will regard it as we do now, an ho- 
nour conferred on Mr. Watt and myſelf, that public report 
has connected our names on this occaſion with that of 
Tuouas PAINE, | J 
The world however begins now to ſuſpect that the preſent 
tender concern for the BrxrTisH4 ConsTITUTION- is carried 
to a very imprudent, at leaſt, if not to a very unwarrant- 
able exceſs. + In the faſhionable Syſtem of political Botany, 
it is a Senſitive-Plant, ſhrinking from the ſlighteſt breath of 
enquiry; and therefore ſtrongly fenced round from too 
clole an Inſpection, with the thorns and briars of the Law; 
while the Attorney General, like the Angel of Puniſhment 
at the Gate of Paradiſe, guards the entrance into this holy 
ground, and brandiſhes an ex officio Information to ſtrike 
terror into the heart of each bold intruder. We are re- 
| & 2 quired 
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quired to take upon truſt the Mrsrxxrrs of this far - famed 
Conſtitution; and to ſubſcribe the political Infallibility, not 
only of our Miniſters for the time being, but of our An- 
ceſtors alſo, « from time whereof the Memory of Man 
«© runneth not to the contrary.” The more extravagant 
and more numerous the Abſurdities we conſent” to believe, 
the greater our merit; and we are taught to know that in 

Politics as in Religion, where Reafon ends, Faith begins. 
% But Heretics there are (Mr. Burke calls them Atheiſts) 
© jn Politics as well as Religion,” who affect to believe only 
upon Convittion—who are convinced only upon enquiry— 
and who think the public have a right to the full benefit of 
their Inveſtigations, upon Subjects in which the public are 
fo deeply concerned. To ſuch men, and to the world, ſome 
more convincing Arguments muſt be adduced than are con- 
tained in the angry Manuſcripts of an Information for 
Libel. This will have no other effect than to augment the 
evil, to excite enquiry, and like the old Ecclefiaſtical argu- 
ment of Fire and Faggot, (diſuſed but not diſmiſſed) to 
encreaſe the number of heretical unbelievers. For my own 
part, I cannot conceive what a Conſtitution is good for, 
whole principles will nor bear examination; nor how that 
Country can be free, where men are to be puniſhed for 
peaceably endeavouring to point out to their fellow Citi- 
rens the ſeeming errors and defects in the Government 
under which they live. I cannot conceive how any im- 
provement could ever have taken place, if this Syſtem of 
State · Inquiſition had been rigourouſty purſued; or how any 
improvement can take place hereafter if all Sources of In- 
ſormation are thus for ever to be cloſed. If a man excites 
his fellow Citizens to revolt, he muſt take the conſequences 
of his boldneſs or his temerity: but if he barely excites them 
ts examination and enquiry, Deſpotiſm alone can treat him 
as a delinquent. Even tho' he ſhould ſpeak of Abuſes in 
terms of honeſt Indignation proportionate to their enormi- 
ty, it ſeems to me that he does no more than a ſerious be- 
hef of the charges he advances would incite him to do; 
and while he recommends thoſe peaceable means of reform- 
ation which the Law and the Conftitution have regularly 
authorized, who can charge upon him his Patriotiſm as 3 
Crime? Thoſe, and thoſe only are Libellifs of the Conſti- 
tution, who prohibit diſcuſſion z who puniſh Inveſtigation; 
who reply to Facts by a Fine, and to — by the 
| illory; 
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pillory; and who like the true Slave - drivers of De ſpotiſm, 
ſtand ready with the Laſh of the Law to flog the ſaucy Sons 
of enquiry into torpid Apathy and quiet. Submiſſion. 
But notwithſtanding I have thus ſtrongly ſtated the ob- 
jections that occur to me againſt the Theory of Privileged 
Orders, and their admiſſion into a, new-found State, the 
queſtion is very different with reſpect to this Country where 
they have exiſted for ages, and ſtill exiſt under Circumſtances 
as I have before admitted lefs detrimental to public Liberty 
and national Proſperity, than in almoſt any other European 
Kingdom. Foreſeeing their tendency to encreaſe their own 
power at the expence of the Community, our Anceſtors who 
never dreamed of laying them aſide entirely (except during the 
period of the Commonwealth), divided them into two diſtinct 
Corporations; that each having a ſeparate #/prit de Corps, 
might be a check to each others encroachments; and that 
the People might always. have the chance of being applied 
to in the laſt reſort. Unfortunately the Houſe of Com- 
mons has been confidered as ſynonimous with the people; 
in direct oppoſition to matter of fact and common Senſe. 
The Houſe of Commons it is well known are not the Re- 
preſentatives of the People; it is not there that the Voice 
of the People is heard; that houſe is more a repreſentation 
of the Lords than the Commons of Great Britain; and the 
ſalutary check to the privileged orders, intended by the 
Spirit of the Conſtitution to be placed in the democracy of 
the Country, is in conſequence, almoſt annihilated. If it 
were neceſſary to bring proofs of this notorious Truth, they 
are abundant in Willis's Notitia Parliamentaria, in Burgh's 
Political Diſquiſitions, and ſtill more compleatly in Oldfield's 
Hiſtory of the Boroughs of Great Britain lately publiſhed; 
which no man of common Senſe and common honeſty can 
peruſe, without execrating the folly or the knavery of thoſe, 
who unbluſhingly vindicate the preſent Syſtem of Fraud, 
Corruption and Intrigue. To reſtore this imperfect. State 
of parliamentary repreſentation to its conſtitutional Vigour 
—to create what has never yet been ſeen in this Country, a 
full, fair, and adequate repreſentation of the People.in the 
lower Houſe of Parliament (as the inſolence of Privilege has 
contemptuouſly termed it) to enſure upon all occaſions 
that the voice of the People and the voice of the Houſe of 
Commons ſhall be the ſame, and that the repreſentatives of 
the people ſhall be under the due Controul of thoſe _ 
en 
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ſend them by means of annual or triennial elections is the 
fole end and aim of the friends of Britiſh Liberty almoſt 
without exception. Were this reform to take place effec. 
tually by means of peaceable but manly applications to Par- 
liament, and aſſociations among the People directed to this 
Purpoſe, I am ſatisfied, that altho' our Conſtitution would 
be far from perfect, it would ſtill enſure to the people all the 
eſſential Advantages of Government; and that the objections 
to it on account of the exiſtence of privileged orders, would 
not juſtify any friend to his Country in attempting a Revo- 
lution under ſuch Circumſtances, 

By an EFFECTUAL Reform however, I do not mean the 
paltry Manceuvre of disfranchifing the Boroughs and adding 
to the County Members; nor the equally objectionable Mea- 
ſure, of admitting only taxable houſeholders to vote, altho 
tormerly I had doubts upon this Subject. But it cannot be 
denied that by this means, the larger part of the Commu- 
nity, the moſt important part of the Community, the moſt 
oppreſſed, the moſt induſtrious part of the Community, 
thoſe who having the moſt reaſon to complain, complain 
the leaſt; the Cottager, the Mechanic, and the Day-Labourer, 
(or as that inveterate Enemy of human kind Mr, Burke 
would call them, the Swinith Multitude) are placed in per- 
petual Subjection to a Corporation, an Ariſtocracy of Pro- 
perty, more or leſs extended. I do not mean this. It is im- 
poſſible to defend the Syſtem of disfranchiſing a fellow Ci- 
tizen, becauſe he is not ſo rich as his more favoured Neigh- 
bour. Under any State of Society Property always has had 
and will have, full as much Influence as it ought; and it is 
groſs Ignorance in Politics to add ſo many artificial to the 
natural Inequalities among Men. Neither am I prepared 
to believe that public Spirit and Independence is exclutive- 
ly confined to the rich: ſo far as my experience goes, the 
direct contrary is the fact; and I almoſt ſuſpect that „ it is 
« as eaſy for a Camel to go thro” the eye of a needle“ as for 
a man of large property to be a thorough Patriot. I am not 
prepared to believe that public Spirit is not among the Poor- 
Man's Virtues; I know and confeſs the temptations he is 
ſometimes under to ſacriſice his political opinions for his 
daily bread: but ſo far as I have been able to judge, it is 
not from want of principle that the poor give way, but from 


want of Knowledge: kept, as they are, in the moſt 3 
f | able 
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able ignorance of their political rights—encouraged to work 
hard and to drink hard, but to think little and to read 
nothing—no wonder they ſhould barter their birth right tor 
a meſs of pottage, when they know too well the value of 
the one, and know nothing about the other. Suppoſing, 
however, that the want of independence may be a Crime 
attached to Poverty; is it not evident that the way to create 
it if it does not exiſt, and to confirm it if it does, is to take 
for granted its exiſtence? © Alas! among other robberies 
committed upon the poor, they are robbed of their good 
fame, and their honeſt character, by proud and privileged 
Law-givers: « depart (it is in fact faid by the ſmall part of 
« a nation to the larger), depart ye Wretches, ye Swiniſh 
« Multitude, ye Scum of the Earth; ye are guilty of that 
« epitome of all the Crimes of the Decalogue, ye are con- 
« yicted of PoveRTY! What rights can ye pretend to, who 
« have not a penny in your pockets? Away to your diſmal 
« habitations, and your ſcanty fare, go work and be content= 
« ed,” How oppoſite are the Sentiments of Scripture and 
modern Politicians! The Bible (in the text above quoted) 
declares that riches are an obſtacle in the way to the King- 
dom of Heaven; while among European Legitlators, Poverty 
and Virtue are deemed incompatible! Degrade a Man in 
his own opinion, ſtigmatize him by * Suſpicion, take for 
granted that he has no Character to loſe, and you go the 
ſure way to work to make him in reality what you believe 
him to be. We have done fo by the Jews. On the con- 
trary, let him know that you place confidence in his Inte- 
grity, that he has a Character to loſe by improper behaviour, 
and that you expect as a matter of courſe, that he will act 
as he ought—the chances are, that he will feel his own 
Dignity, and juſtify ' the expectations you entertain of his 
good Conduct. Laws make Manners; It is a Crime, aye; 
and a foul Crime againſt human Nature, ſyſtematically to 
debaſe in the eye of the public, and in their own opinion; 
lo large a portion of Mankind as the Poor unhappily form. 
| Moreover, thoſe who have little, deſerve to have that 
little the more carefully protected; the leſs a man poſſeſſes, 
the leſs he can ſpare from his narrow Store; and at any rate 
even the pooreſt are poſſeſſors of the molt invaluable ſpecies 
of Property, Life, and Liberty, and Labour. To intringe 
upon theſe directly or indirectly without the conſent of the 
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Owner, is neither more nor leſs than Tyranny in the Law 
that enacts it, and Slavery in the Object who is compelled 
to ſubmit to it. 

Neither can it be truly faid that the Poor Man pays ng 
taxes; for he expends the produce of his Labour in the 
moſt productive Articles of modern Taxation, the Neceſſa- 
ries of Life. The Fire with which he warms his frozen 
limbs, and dreſſes his ſcanty morſel—the Candle that en- 
ables his family to toil at the ſpinning wheel, or the loom, 
during thoſe hours which the middling claſſes devote to re- 
laxation from buſineſs, and the great to the Zenith of their 
pleaſurable Career—the ſmall beer that waſhes down his 
homely repaſt—every morſel of his food, every article of 
his apparel, and even the ſcanty furniture of his Cottage 
are all affected by the extravagance, and miſmanagement of 
thoſe who govern. 'The more taxes are required, the more 
hours he muſt labour to ſupply his wants, and the more 
diſtant his proſpe& of obtaining the comforts and conve- 
niences of Exiſtence. | 

How little the Intereſts of the Poor are taken care of, and 
how neceſſary it is that the voice of the Poor Man ſnould 
be heard with attention and reſpect in the Houſe of Com- 
mons, the numerous Incloſure bills arc pregnant Inſtances, 
where, as in the fable of Nathan the prophet, the poor 
man's Lamb is ſeized, to encreate the numerous herds of 
his richer and more powerful Neighbours. Whereas, in- 
ſtead of dividing the commons and waſtes among the rich, 
natural Juſtice and good Policy would teach us, to diſtribute 
them among the poor.“ But we take good care to fulfil 
with the moſt ſcrupulous orthodoxy, that Text of Scrip- 
ture « Unto every one that hath, ſhall be given, and he 
« ſhall have abundance, but from him that hath not, ſhall 
c be taken away, even that which he hath.” 

A ſtill more flagrant Inſtance of Cruclty and Injuſtice to- 
ward the Poor, is the Practice of fc" an The Labour 
of the poor Man, conſtitutes the whole of his Wealth, and 
his domeſtic Connections almoſt the whole of his happincis. 
But on a ſudden under the dubious authority of a Prels 
Warrant, he is cut off from his peaceful habitation and 
domeſtic Society, and forcibly dragged on board the floating 


Priſon 


* There is a very important Book tos little noticed, an Eſſay en the tight 
to Property in Land, by Dr. Ogilvie. 8ve. 


1 
Priſon of a Tender: he is compelled to labour in the dread- 
fol Service of murdering his fellow Creatures at the com- 


mand of his Superiors, and paid ſuch ſcanty Wages, not 


as he can earn or deſerves, but as the niggardly Syſtem of 
Govenment Finance thinks fit to allow. His Family mean- 
while, who look up to him for Comfort and Subſiſtance, 
ignorant of his Misfortune, are anxiouſly expecting his 
wonted return; perhaps their homely repaſt for the night 
depended on his earnings for the day; but his uſual hour of 
return to his family is gone by; each paſſing footſtep, each 
noiſe of diſtant Similarity is eagerly liſtened to in vainz 
Hope, ſtill draws out the lengthened evening till a 
fleepleſs night of lamentation and deſpair fucceeds the dreary 
melancholy hours, of ſucceſſive diſappointment and fruit- 
leſs expectation. The next or ſucceeding day brings the 
mournful tidings of his deſtiny, and leaves the widowed 
wife (perhaps the pregnant Mother) to eke out a comfort- 
lels exiſtence under the accumulated preſſure of Want, and 
Labour, and Sorrow, and Diſeaſe. | , 
Innumerable are the Caſcs of this Nature, that mnſt of 
neceſſity attend the practice of impreſſing for Soldiers and 
Mariners. But the miſeries of the lower claſſes of Society 
are borne in torpid Silence, and patient Reſignation. The 
feeble voice of fuffering Poverty can ſeldom extend beyond 
the humble limits of her own habitation ; ſtill lefs can it 
penetrate the joyous Manſions of the Great, or intrude on 
the pompous occupations of the Statefman :—otherwiſe it 
might truly ſuggeſt, that even if wars be necetlary, this 
tyrannical Syſtem of Violence and Robbery is not ſo. It 
8 the offspring of State-Parſimony alone. AY not add a 

fourth or a half ta the common wages, to induce 
Why not double the pay? Why not ?—Becaule the over- 
grown Fortunes of the rich Landholders, the Monopolizers 
of Waſtes and Commons, would experience an almoſt imper- 
ceptible Diminution. While, by the good old Faſhion of 
dragging away the Poor by means of a Preſs-Gang, no taxes 
are laid upon the Wealthy; and a due portion of the Swiniſh 
Multitude, the Scum of the Earth, are periodically ſwept 
away as food for powder. | | 
Such are ſome among the numerous hardſhips of which 
the Britiſh poor have too much reaſon to complain. Indi- 
gence one would think, is of ittelf a ſufficient Evil to an 
whabitant of Society, without being held out as a Reproach, 
or 
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or converted into a Crime. Why then fhould Slavery be 
added to Poverty, and the Chaney of Man, be merged i in 
the Misfortunes of the Citizen? A Citizen indeed is an 
improper Appellation; the poor Man is not a Citizen: for 
being denied even by the Spirit of Conſtitution, the privilege 
of Repreſentation, he is ſubjected to the will of thoſe who 
make and the power of thoſe who execute the Laws; and 
he is at beſt but an Inhabitant of his native Land, for the 
benefit of his richer Neighbour. 

Hence I cannot help regarding any ſcheme of Reform as 
inſignificant to ſay no worle of it, which ſhall not include in 
the Scheme itſelf (without truſting to diſtant promiſes and 
fair profeflions) ſome effectual means of raiſing and melior- 
ating the Condition of what are called the lower claſſes of 
the people. Patriots (as Dr. Johnſon very ſhrewdly and 
farcaſtically remarked), are fond of levelling down to them- 
ſelves, but they ſeldom propoſe to level up to themſelves. 
It is fit that this reproach ſhould be done away from the ad- 
vocates of a good Cauſe. It is the People, the lower Claſſcs 
of Society, that conſtitute the Bulk“ of Mankind, that form 
the great Maſs of Capability, and preſent to the Politician 
the moit important Object of national Improvement. For 
my own part, I. care little in compariton for a reform that 
ſhall ſerve merely to diminiſh the Taxes paid by the rich, 
or gratify the Wiſhes of Senatorial Orators or would-be 
Stateſmen, whether in or out of Parliament. Away with 
ſuch half-meaſured Reformers—Men of Rank and Re- 


ſpectability, as they ſometimes call themſelves; who deſire 


no farther reform than to extend the ariſtocratic monopoly 
of power, to that circle in which themſelves are included; 
who make the people the ſtalking-horſe to their deſigns, 
and the ſtep-ladder to the official Situations which they aſpire 
to obtain; who have temperance and moderation in their 
mouths, and pride and ambition in their hearts; and who 
raiſe the hne and cry of Violence, Innovation, and Re- 
publicaniſm, againſt every Man who looks beyond the petty 
intereſts of a Party, or includes in his notions of Patriotiſm, 
a deſire to promote not the privileges of a Corporation, but 


the Rights of Man. 
Hence 


Chalmers (Eſtimate of the Comparative State of Great Britain, paz ge 
195) computes that in 178r, the chargeable houtcs were 521,900, and the 
Cottages or dweilings el the poor 865,000. 
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Hence alſo, it is to me no matter of Surprize, that the 
People, the Multitude, feel no intereſt in the repeated out- 
cries for Parliamentary Reform, when the evils they feel 
are hardly touched upon, and advantages held out which 
they have no ambition to enjoy. Who has yet talked“ of 
dividing the Waſtes and the Commons—of aboliſhing 
Tythes—of rewarding population—of comfortably provid- 
ing for the old age of the Labourer, the Manufacturer, the 
Artificer—of exonerating the poor from the indirect Taxes 
which they pay without knowing it, as well as from the 
direct impoſitions which Miniſters are afraid to lay on—and 
above all, of providing ample means of PuBLic IxsTRUCTION, 
that the Poor Man may know what his rights are, and 
what is the Object of Government, and what are the Duties 
of the Servants of the People. That he may become if he 
chuſes, a human Creature, and not a Machine; and having 
the capacity of mental Improvement given to him by his 
Maker, that he may uſe as he ought, the Talent thus com- 
mitted to his Care. Why ſhould the truth be concealed? 
There is among us too much Inequality of Rank—too 
much Inequality of Riches{—toa much inequality of La- 
bour. The Poor work too much and know too little: in- 
ceſſant Labour ſtupifies the mental faculties and produces 
an inclination to ſatisfy the Cravings of Nature, beyond 
the Neceflitic s of Nature. Hence the Amuſements of the 
poor are groſs; their hours of relaxtion intemperate, and 
habits of drunkenneſs and Expence are inſenſibly formed, 

L 2 till 


* That conſpicuous Friend of Mankind and admirable writer, Mr. Paine, 
muſt be excepted ſrom this Queſtion, as well as the Author of the Review 
of the Conſtitution of Great Britain, Mr. Oſwald, who promiſes a freſh 
addition of that well written and animated pamphlet. 


do not mean what the tools of Government would willingly faſten 
upon the Friends of the People, an equal diviſien of Property. Superior Talents, 
ſuperior Knowledge, and ſuperior Induſtry, ought, on the plaineſt principles 
of Juſtice and Equity to enjoy ſuperior advantages. Who would work that 
Stranger might enjoy the profit of his Labour? Who would excrt him - 
(elf, if the accumulations of Induſtry and Frugality ſhould be feized by the 
Idle and the Spendthrift ? This would be a ſore way to ſtop the progreſs 
of Improvement in every Department of Arts, Manuſactures, Agriculture 
and Commerce, and annihilate Society itſelf. I mean that fore direct or 
indirect Method, (either by the Scheme of an Agrarian Law, as propoſed 
by Dr. Ogilvie, or by progreſſive Taxation, as propoſed by Mr. Paine) ſhould 
be adopted to prev enormous Accumulations of Property in one hand, or 


Fs Family, Whereas at preſent we have laws expreſaly to prowcte 
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till the whole Man is degraded, and Ignorance and Poverty 
linked with him as Companions for Life. I with it were 
not true that theſe habits are rather encouraged than ſup. 
preſſed, that nine tenths of the nation may be mere machines 
to Cw the Labour of which the other tenth enjoys the 
Pro t. 

My notions then of an effectual Reform in the Repreſen- 
tation of the People, would take in the whole of that ariſ. 
tocratical Apoſtate, the Duke of Richmond's Idea in his 
Letter to Colonel Sharman, I would have the Man, whoſe 
Stake in the Community conſiſts of Life, and Liberty, and 
Labour, with a Penny in his Pocket, to have an equal Voice 
in the Choice of Legiſlators, by whoſe Laws that Stake is to 
be protected, as another Man who has Life, and Liberty, 
and Labour, with a hundred thouſand Pounds in his Pocket, 
In compariſon with the three firſt Articles of the Catalogue, 
which are common to all Men, and which are the means to 
the acquiſition of the reſt, the laſt is of trifling moment; it 
is the ſmall duſt of the Balance; an Accident of Exiſtence; 
of artificial and not of natural Importance; which when 
weighed againſt the ſolid Gifts of Nature to her common 
Gispring, will kick the Beam. 

Nor, in my opinion, ſhould the People omit to make it a 
fundamental Article of Inſtruction, of ſolemn charge, to 
their Repreſeatatives, that maturely but as ſpeedily as may 
de, they ſhould draw up and ſubmit to the public for ge- 
neral Diſcuſſion during a limited Interval, a liberal Code of 
NaT1onaL EDpucaTiION. The God of Nature has given to 


"Men, not merely hands to labour, but a head to think: 


he has given him the capability of obtaining Knowledge, of 
mental Improvement, and of ſocial Intercourſe, One great 
uſe of Society is to bring theſe Capabilities into Action, that 
not only each Individual, but each Community of Indivi- 
duals, and finally, the human race, by means of mutual 
Communication may proceed in the glorious Career of mu- 
tual and progreſſive Improvement. As it is, the major part 
of the Species from the total want of Education, are de- 
prived of the means of obtaining Knowledge of any kind, 
except that which is abſolutely neceſſary to their immediate 
ſubſiſtence. And for the moſt part, they are infidiouſly kept 
in a ſtate of brutal Ignorance, and mental depreſſion, that 
they may be led to regard their rulers as beings of a ſuperior 


' Elaſs, Stateſmen and Prieſts well know that knowledge is 


the mortal Enemy of State-graft and Prieſt-craft; and 
| therefore 
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therefore in all Kingdoms and in all Ages, they have wade 
formly ſet their faces againſt diſcuſſion and enquiry. I beg 
my readers (of the lower claſs particularly, if. this tract 
ſhould happen to fall into their hands), to mark, that this 
is the cloven foot of, Deſpotiſm, by which it may always be 
known whatever ſhape it may aſſume. « Leave the Care of 
« your Souls to me,” ſays the Prieſt; „ of your-Liberticg 
« and Properties to me,” ſays the Stateſman; © pay your 
« Tithes and your Taxes, and put your truſt in us. But 
carefully avaid all writings, and meetings, and Converſa- 
« tions about articles of: belief or the Rights of Man: theſe 
« are heretical and ſeditious. The means of K | 
« are the wicked contrivances of Atheiſts: and Republicans 
« —Wretches who deſpiſe the holy Doctrine of Infallibi- 
« lity in Church and: State.” 

Under theſe Circumſtances. of national Ignorance, fo 
prevalent among the lower Clafles of Society, I know: of no 
Scheme fo likely. to form the ſolid baſis of future Reforma- 
tian, nor any Inſtitution more neceſſary as an Act of: nas 
tional Juſtice, than a well formed Plan of public ducnriami 
The whole of our conduct toward the Poor, ſeems to me 
a Syſtem of flagrant Iniquity. We put it out of their powes 
to acquire Knowledge, becauſe their ſcanty earnings wilt 
hardly afford the Means of Subſiſtence to a- family; mucH 
leſs wilt they allow the expence of education.“ Havin 
thus contributed to degrade by neglecting our Duty towar 
them, having made them poor and kept them ignorant, we 
keclare them untit to be truſted, and thruſt: them out from 


an 


Charity Schools and Sunday Schools are. rſt. Partial Remedice; and there- 
fore unjuſt. 2dly. The great objects of education, at thaie-places; ſo far av F 
have obſerved, are pſalm-ſinging, and ſervile. Civility ta every paſſeuget wi 
a tolerable coat upon his back. 3dly. The children are, ſedulouſly educate 
in habits of bjgotted Reverence for the Miniſters of Religion, and the unin- 
zelligible jargon of orthodoxy. I do not make. this obſerwatian, from dn 

ate defire to introduce the tenets of any other religious Set. I diſclairee 
all Connection with Religious Sets of every Denomination, obſerving,and 
knowing that each has ſome petty intereſt of its own, paramount to every 
other Conſideration; and. that each forms, a corporate body, actuated by» 
party ſpirit, ſeldom, if ever, in uniſon with the Intereſts of the nation. I 
want to ſee, one great Corporation, and one only permanent Corporation— 
that of the Community: then ſhall I ſee one great and permanent, one pre- 
dominant ſutereſt—that of the Community. This period, 1 fear; altho its 
advent be certain, I ſhall not ſee; but thoſe days will come, wien amis 
ſecals ſeris, And altho' I ſhall not hail the preſence-of that Ara among vs; 
my leiſure ſhall be unremittiogly employed, and my beſt endeavours exerted 
w haſten its approach. | | ; 
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any Participation of the moſt eſſential rights of Man and a 
Citizen. Not content with this, our ſanguinary code of 
criminal Law, equally a difgrace to common Senſe and 
common humanity, is converted into an Inſtrument of legal 
Murder againſt the poor. It is related, I think, of one of 
the Tyrants of Syracuſe, that his Laws were purpoſely en- 
graved in ſo ſmall a Character, and hung up ſo high, that 
the people were unable to read their Contents; and his Cry. 
elty was glutted by puniſhing the miſerable offenders again 
_ edicts impoſſible to be known; for his Maxim was the ſame 
witty ours, Ignoruntia Legis neminem cæciſat. ) Thus do we, 
when we condemn to dcath a poor wretch whoſe Situation 
has never enabled him to learn the common rudiments of 
Language, and whoſc poverty perhaps, and contempt of 
Lite, has induced him to commit the crime againſt Society, for 
which our Laws fo ſeverely puniſh him. A well-digeſted 
Syſtem of NaTioxaL Enucariox, by attording to the poor 
the elements of Knowledge, would enable them to know 
their duties, and be a means of inculcating more cffectually 
the propriety of attending to them; it would give them 
other Amuſements after the Labours of the day, than ha- 
bitual Intemperance; it would draw forth latent Ability, 
would give energy to Induſtry, and would raiſe the whole 
Man in the Scale of Being. Great indeed would be the ad- 
vantages of a more general diffuſion of Knowledge to the 
Nation: to Deſpotiſm, the Period of its Inititution would 
be a day of ſolemn Dirge. 

Until ſach a Syſtem of public Education can be com- 
pleatly eſtabliſhed, the middling and poor Claſſes of Society 
cannot do better than to eſtabliſh meetings and Clubs,“ not 
for riot or revelling, nor yet for Treaſon or Sedition, but 
for reading and converſation; that they may gradually be- 
come informed what are the rights and what are the Duties 
of a Citizen; what privileges they are deprived of, to which 
they are fairly entitled; and in what reſpects their ſeveral 
Situations require to be ameliorated by a more wiſe and equi- 
table Syſtem of Legiſlation. Theſe Societies would do well 


to communicate and correſpond with each other OR 
e 


9 When my Lords the Judges differ from each other in the Conſtru&ion of 
2 penal ſtatute, or the application of a reported Caſe (nothing uncommon) 
what becomes of this fundamental Maxim of the Law ? 
Some very good hints for aſſociations of this kind are t0 be found in the 
MancuzsTex Hexaip of June 16th, 1792. f 
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the Kingdom. And when by the peruſal of ſuch Publica- 
tions as treat on the great queſtions of Politics, the People 
have learnt that they are not a Swiniſh Multitude, but 
human beings; having equal rights and equal capacities for 
improvement in their reſpective Deſtinations, with thoſe 
men who govern and deſpiſe them; let them unite in a firm 
and decided, but reaſonable and reſpectful appeal to the 
Legiſlature, in behalf of thoſe Claims which the People 
have a right to urge: not propoſing a time-ſerving, com- 
promiſing, half-meaſured plan of reformation; not relin- 
quiſhing for the ſake of themſelves, what they onght to 
dwell upon for the ſake of Poſterity, but requiring the 
adoption of ſuch Meaſures as ſhall effectually ſecure to the 
great maſs of the Nation in their fulleſt extent a ſpeedy 
reſtoration of their long loſt Rights. _ 

Such are the political Sentiments of “ one of the worſt 
Men in the Kingdom” according to Mr. Burke; and very 
ſorry indeed ſhould I be, conſidering Mr. Burke's notions 
of political virtue, had I merited his Encomium. 

| ſhall not talk of the Penſion which this difintered Po- 
litician has been fo frequently accuſed of receiving in another. 
man's name, from the Iriſh Eſtabliſhment; for I doubt whe- 
ther his Silence upon the occaſion amounts to a demonſtra- 
tion of the Charge. I ſhall not dwell upon his doating 
attachment to the Queen of the French, whoſe character 
has been tainted by imputations of the blackeſt kind, for his 
Ideas of Virtue ſeem widely different from thoſe of the 
Multitude, they are not formed upon the common Standard, 
nor do they harmonize with the common Sentiments of 
Mankind: perhaps as Goiters ſeem Beauties to the Inbabi- 

taunts 


* There are one or two other particulars that might attend a Scheme of, 
Parliamentary Reform, which, tho' not of abſolute neceſſity, appear to me 
al great Importance. 1. Excluſion by Rotation. If Parliaments were annual, 
no man ſhould be eligible to more than three Parliaments in ſucceſſion; he 
ſhould be laid by, during the 4th at leaſt : if biennial, the Members might 
be allowed to ſit in two Parliaments, and laid aſide during the third; ther they" 
night not perſuade themſelves that they bad a right to be elefled. 2. The good old” 
cuſtom of paying Wages to the Members ſhouid be reſtored : it is part of the 
Fritiſh Conſtitution, and is adopted in France, If the People do not pay 
their Repreſentatives, the Court will. A nation ought not to be under an 
obligation to an individual for Services which can be rewarded. It is clearly. 
the Intereſt of the Nation to make it the Intereſt of their Repreſentatives to 
do their duty. Hence they ought to be paid, not by the year, but in propor- 
non to their attendanee in Parliament. If the People pay them, they will 
be the Servancs of the People; if the Coutt pays them they will be the Ser- 
Taats of the Court. 
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tants of the Alps, To moral Deformities, may be objects of 
reverential Admiration in the Judgement of Mr. Burke, 
F will not accuſe kim of indeticate cruelty toward our 
own Queen, or of want of Loyalty toward the King, at the 
melancholy period when the Britiſh Sovereign was afflicted 
with temporary Inſanity: altho' Mr. Burke, regardleſs of x 
Wife and Mother on that occaſion, might declare that the 
Almighty had Run the Monarch — his Throne, I 
ſhall lay no charge againſt him on this account, for he may 
fnce have atoned for paſt miſdemeanors, and have made his 
peace at Court where his Sins againſt Majefty are forgiven, 
and his political Offences remembered no more. I fhall not 
recall his ungentleman-like, outrageous abufe of his right 
honourable Enemies, now, his right honourable Friends, 
Lord North, Mr. Pitt, and Mr. Dundas: Jet him pleale. 
himſelf in his Friendſhips and his Enmities: he acted in 
theſe inſtances not haſtily and capricioufly, but with due 
meditation; and with much pains and affiduity having 
drefled them up to his Taſte in all the crimes of a Nero, 
then, and not till then, he adopts them for his aſſociates, 
and takes them to his Boſom.* Neither ſhall I have much 
to ſay concerning © the hoofs of the Swinith Multitude;“) 
nor ſhall I dwell on the exquiſite Specimen of diſtributive 
13 wherewith he has favoured the world, conceding to 
ſhops, ſuch as thoſe of Durham and Wincheſter, the 
paltry reward in preſent poſſeſſion, of no more than Ten 
Thouſand a Lear, while to the Poor he recommends, to 
t reſpect that property of 4uhich they cannot partake. They 
« muſt labour to obtain what by Labour can be obtained; 
« and when they find, at they commonly do, the ſucceſs dil- 
&. proportioned to the Endeavour, they muſt be taught their 
« Conſolation in the FINAL PROPORTIONS OF ETERNAL 


* jusricE!“ C—On none of thoſe Topics ſhall I detain my 
reader; 


Did yon never tell Lord North,” (ſayy a Member of the Revolution 
Society, I believe Major Scott,) to Mr. Burke, that he would curry on the 
War as long as he could find money to bribe Gentlemen to ſay they believed 
„him? Did you not once tell Mr. Pitt and Mr. Dundas that they had pro. 
© poſed, and the majority had adopted a Scheme that would have diſgraced 
© the infamous Reign of a Nero? I will not trouble you with further quota- 
© tions now, tho' I have a hundred ready: and theſe affertions were not cons 
« fined to the walls of your houſe, but were circulated by. yourſelf in Pan- 
* phlets” Letter to the Rt. Hon. Mr. Burke. p. 18. 


5 RefleRions, P. 117. þ Ibid, p. 154+ 1 Ibid, p. 357. 
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reader; contenting myſelf with a Delineation of Mr. Burke's 
humanity and Patriotiſm, in his own words, 

In ſpeaking of the perſons put to death by the Multitude, 
during the early part of the French Revolution, he ſays, If by 
effeftual Puniſhment of the Guilty, they do not diſavow that 
fractice, and the threat of it too as a part of their policy ; (2 
guilt, by the way of which the nation was never guilty, and 
a threat which they never made), if ever a foreign Prince 
enters into France, he muſt enter it as a country of Aſſaſſins, The 
made of civilined War will not be praiſed ; nor are the French, 
who act on the preſent Syſtem, entitled to it. They whoſe known 
policy it 1s to afſaſſinate every Citizen whom they ſuſpefF to be 
diſcontented by their au Tyranny, and to corrupt the Soldiery of 
every open enemy, muſt look for no modified Hoſtility, All War 
which is not battle, ill be military exccution. This will beget 
as of retaliation from you, and every retaliation will beget a 
new revenge. The hell hounds of War on all Sides, will be 
mncoupled and unmuzzled. Such is Mr. Burke's advice, pro- 
ceeding, no doubt, from the very Milk of human Kind- 
neſs! Pity that his facts are no where to be found but in 
the fine phrenzy of his own poetic Imagination |! 

With the preceding paſſage I ſhall contraſt the following 
Sentiments of Dr. Parr, who with becoming indignation, 
mveighs againſt « the Counſels of thoſe Sanguinary Fana- 
« tics, who would unbluſhingly, and unfeelingly rouſe the 
e unſparing Sword of foreign Potentates, and point it with- 
« out provocation, without precedent, without any other 
« plea than will, againſt the Boſoms of Frenchmen, con- 
« tending with Frenchmen alone, upon French Ground 
« alone, about French Rights, French Laws, and French 
“Government alone. 

« When it is urged, that Princes from their relation to 
Princes, have a common cauſe, and a cauſe too, i t is meant 
virtually paramount to the rights of Subjects and of Men, 
e the obvious anſwer is, that they who are not Princes have 
« alſo a common cauſe, and the obvious conſequence of the 
« anſwer is, that if they are true to themſelves, to their 
« Neighbours, and to Poſterity, Confederacy is to riſe up 
* againſt Confederacy, and deluge the world with blood.“ 

« If indeed the threatened Cruſade of ruffian Deſpots 
« ſhould be attempted, it will, in my Opinion, be an out- 
* rageous infringement upon the Law of Nations; it will 
be a fayage Conſpiracy againſt the written and the un- 

M 0 written, 
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- written rights of Mankind; and mos in the ſincerity 
of my Soul, I pray the righteous Governor of the uni. 
« verſe, the Creator of Men, and the King of Kings, I 
« pray Him to abate the pride, to aſſuage the malice, and 
« to confound all the Devices of all the parties, directly or 
« indirectly leagued in this complicated Scene of guilt and 
« horror! this infult upon the Dignity of human nature 
« itſelf! this treaſon againſt the Majeſty of God's own 
« Image, rational and immortal Man.” * 
In the « Appeal from the old to the new Whigs“ (p- 33.) 
Mr. Burke, ſpeaking of himſelf,j fays, He was the firſt man 
who on the huſtings at a popular election rejected the Authority of 
Inflruttions from Conſlitutents, or avho in any place has argued 
Ha fully againſt it. Perhaps the diſcredit into which that Doctrine 
of compulſive Iuſtructions under our Conſlitution is fince fallin, 
may be due in @ great degree, to his oppoſing himſelf ta it in that 
monner and on that occaſion. 

The reforms in the Repreſentation, and the Bills fer ſhortening 
the Duration of Parliaments, he uniformly and fleadily opp: ſd 
fer many. Years together in coltradiction to many of his beſt 
SEE SE® 

Againſt the opinion of many friends, even againſt the folici« 
tation of ſome of them, he oppoſed thoſe of the Church Clergy, 
who Had petitioned the houſe of Commons to be diſcharged frm 
Subſcription, FE %* 

Theſe Injtances, a few among many are produced as an an- 
fever to the inſiuuation of his having purſued high popular 
Courſes, which in his [ate baok (the Reflections) he has abandoned. 

Such is Mr. Burke's deſcription of his own Character. 
Boldly rejecting the ſhallow Maſk of Hypocriſy, he ſtands 
forward to the world the public profeſſor of political 'Tur- 
pitude, the ſyſtematic opponent of every Species of reform, 
and in love with the very Sinfulneſs of Sin. Other offend- 
ers againſt the Rights of Man and the Improvement of 
Society have at leaſt had the modeſty to plead the common 
temptations and paliate their offences by the common 
excuſes; they have been led aſtray by the prevalence of ex- 
ample, by the love of riches, or the thirſt of power; all 


have had their motives extraneous to their Crimes. But 
excules 


* Sequel to the printed paper, &c. p. 73. 
8 Altho” this Pamphl-t is anonymous, yet as it js univerfally underſtood 


and quoted as Mr. Burke's, and bears with it intrinſic evidence of the Author. 
I aſcribe it to him without heſitation. 
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excuſes ſuit not the high-minded Iniquity of Mr. Burke's 
Politics, and he unbluſhingly obtrudes himſelf on the diſ- 
guſted eye of the public, in all the nakedneſs and deformity 
of political Vice. 


Fallen Cherub, to be weak is miſerable 

Doing or ſuff ring: but of this be ſure 

To do onght good, never will be our taſk, 

But ever to do ill our ſole Delight, 

As being contrary to that high will 

Which ve reſiſt. MILTON. 


Such is our Accuſer; the profeſſed opponent of the 
Rights of Man! May we never deſerve his Panegyric. 


FINIS. 
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Mancheſter, 8h May, 1792. 


HE MaxcursTtrr ConsT1TUTIONAL Socigry, finding 
that two of their Members were in PaRis upon private 
bulineſs, thought it right to defire them to communicate with 
the Patriotic Societies of France, for the purpoſe of * eſtab- 
lſhing a correſpondence upon any occaſion, in which the 
rights, intereſts, and happineſs of Mankind were concerned.” 
Such a correſpondence has been propoſed on the part of 
the Manchefter Society, and has been acceded to by the 
Society of Friends of the Conſtitution” in Paris, com- 
monly known by the appellation of the Club of the Jacobins. 
The MaxchEsrER CONSTITUTIONAL SOCIETY has no 
ſecret correſpondence, nor any wiſh to conceal their ſenti- 
ments, their defigns, or their conduct; and to prevent any 
caſual or wilful miſrepreſentation of their communication 
with the French Societies in general, or with the Jacobins 
in particular, they publiſh the following tranſlations of the 
Addreſs of their Members to the Jacobin Society, of the 
Anſwer of the Preſident, and of the letter from that So- 


ciety to the Conſtitutianal Society of Mancheſter. 
Tromas WALKER, Prefident. 


SAMUEL JACKSON, Secretary. 


TRANSLATION of the ADDREss preſenied by the Deputies of 
of the Conſtitutional Society of Mancheſter, to the Society 
of Friends of the Conſtitution, ſitting at the Jacobins in 


Paris, an the 13th of April, 1792. 


BRETHREN AND FRIENDS, 


We feel a ſincere ſatisfaction in communicating to you 
the reſolution by which our Brethren of the Conſtitutional 


Society of Mancheſter have appointed us their Deputies to 
the Patriotic Societies of France. 1 
ow 
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Now that a concert is forming among the defpotic powers 
of Europe, to overwhelm the cauſe of liberty and annihil. 
ate the rights of man, it will no doubt give you pleaſure 
to be informed, that there exiſt every where, (even among 
thoſe nations which the intrigues of Kings and Courtiers 
have too frequently compelled to be at enmity), men who 
feel ftrongly intereſted in your cauſe—the cauſe not merely 
of the French, but of all mankind. 

The light which you have thrown upon the true princi- 
ples of Politics and the natural Rights of Man, a light 
which in England faintly gleams amidſt the darkneſs of civil 
I e, ought to teach us that the period is at length ar- 
rived to abolith all national prejudice, and for the freemen 
of every country to ſalute each other as brethren.—Too 
long have the machinations of deſpots, always in oppoſition 
to the dictates of nature, taught the nations of the earth to 

each other as enemies. | 

Conſidering the Club of the Jacobins not merely as the 
friends of the Conſtitution of France, but alto under the ſtill 
more reſpectable title of friends of the human race, we requeſt 
in the name of the Conſtiti tional Society of Mancheſter, an 
amtcable communication and correſpondence with them, as 
the continuation at leaſt, if not as the commencement of a 

eral federation amongſt the Patriotic Societies of Europe, 

ing for its object the fraternal union of all men. Our 
ſociety will be happy to join its efforts to yours in propa- 
gating thoſe important principles of liberty, which alone 
can fix on a firm and immovable baſis, the empire of peace 
and the happineſs of mankind. 

We congratulate the Club of the Jacobins on the invo- 
luntary homage which one of the deſpotic courts of Europe 
has already paid them, in pointing them out as the moſt 
determined enemies of arbitrary power. Proceed, Brethren, 
in the courſe of your philanthropic exertions, and continue 
to merit the execration of tyrants, and the benedictions of 
the human race! 

; Thomas CooPER, 
(Signed) James WATT, jun. 


Axswter of M. Canna, Vice-Prefident, in the abſence of 
the Preſident. | G | 
It is juſt 100 years ſince the Engliſh afforded a ſublime 
example to the univerſe, ig levelling the deſpotic =_ of 
ngs, 


E 


Kings, and in exhibiting the firſt glimpſe of a declaration of 
the Rights of Man in their conſtitutional charter. At 
that time the other nations of the globe were ſurrounded 
with the thick clouds of ignorance, and bent under the 
yoke of the moſt ſhameful ſervitude. At preſent the French 


have imitated your example, and imitated it. with a degree 


of perfection which doubtleſs heretofore you were not per- 
mitted to attain, and which is no more than the natural 
and ſucceſſive progreſs of human reaſon. At preſent alſo, 
it is the Engliſh who commence the general alliance of all 
nations, and which we may reſt aſſured will make of one 
family the human race.—Yes, brethren and friends, the 
Englith and the French, re-united for ever by the ties of 
juſtice, humanity, and the moſt brotherly affection, will 
combat in union for the maintenance of their common li- 
berty, and the perfectioning of their reſpective governments. 
In vain the ebullition of deſpotic rage among the tyrants of 
Europe, flatters itſelf, as formerly, to ſet one people at en- 
mity with another, to augment the number of their ſlaves, 
or to pratify their revenge: the hour of theſe errors and- 
illuſions has paſſed—national animoſities, fomented by the 
intrigue and impoſture of Courts, are beginning to be ex- 
tinguithed. The French people, the French ſoldiers, and 
the French ſailors, ſce none but brethren and friends among 
the ſame claſſes of the Englith, and earneſtly deſire to take 
them in their arms, and contract with them on the holy 


goſpel of the Rights of Man, an eternal compact of con- 
cord and of peace. Already the Engliſh flag, united and - 


entwined with the three-coloured flag of France, and the 
thirteen ſtripes of the brave Americans is ſuſpended from 
the roofs of almoſt every patriotic ſociety in France; already 
ſeveral civic feaſts have been celebrated in almoſt every de- 


partment of the empire, conſecrating the alliance which we 


have ſworn anew to obſerve with all the patriots of England 
in the perſons of the deputies from the ſociety of the far- 
famed town of Mancheſter. Friends, tell your fellow citi- 
zens, thoſe men whom the genius of induſtry and of pa- 
trotiſm have rendered fo dear to all the lovers of the arts 
of commerce and of humanity,—tell them that you have 
ken here, Frenchmen, (whoſe natural character has long 
been weighed down by ſlavery, but now ariſen and developed 
by energetic ſentiments of the Rights of Man and of Liberty) 


vow breathing a ſpirit of univerſal philanthropy—ſecing» 
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none but brethren among men, and relations among people. 
Tell them that our courage and perſeverance will ſtand every 
teſt, and that we have not ſworn in vain to live freemen or 
to die. Tell them again (though the tyrants of Europe re- 
double their rage!) that the politics of the true patriots of 
France, and of the Jacobins fo dreaded by the traitors and 
enemies of liberty, do not conſiſt in deſiring the glory and 
the proſperity of the countries that gave them birth, but 
the glory, the proſperity, and the liberty of every nation, 
Yes, this is the perpetual, unremitting object of the Jaco- 
bins; that is to ſay, of an immenſe majority of the nation, 
and in virtue of this happy diſpoſition the friends of the 
Conſtitution at Paris, in its own name, and in the name of 
all the patriotic ſocieties of the French empire, ties itſelf 
by an inviolable promiſe to the Conſtitutional Society of 
Manchefter. The Afembly invites you to its meetings 
while you ſtay at Paris. 

The ſociety, in ordering this diſcourſe to be printed, di- 
rects the tranſmiſſion of it to all its affiliated ſocieties, as 
well as to the Conſtitutional Socicty of Mancheſter. 

(Signed) CanRa, Vice-Preſident, 

Ducos AND SALADIN, 
| Deputies to the National Aſſembly. 
DEerERREY, Ron, Doyetr, 
Secretaries. 


TRANSLATION of the LETTER from the Society of Friends 
of the Conſtitution at Paris, 79 the Conſtitutional Society 
of Mancheſter. 

FRIENDS AND BRETHREN, 

The affectionate addreſs communicated to us by your de- 
puties, Meſſrs. Cooper and Watt, has rejoiced the heart of 
every honeſt Frenchman, and of every true friend of hu- 
manity and philoſophy. The hour is at length arrived 
which ignorance has always looked upon as a chimera; that 
hour when nations hitherto at enmity begin to diſcover that 
it is in the order of nature, of reaſon, and of, their true 
intereſts, to live as brethren, and to unite in earneſt againft 
the tyrants and oppreilors of the human race. Happy Re- 
volution of 1789! It is to that revolution we are indebted 


for the inappreciable advantage of ſeeing the two nations 


haſtening to commence that ſublime alliance which will one 


day unite all the inhabitants of the globe. No, it ſhall = 
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be in the power of events to break thoſe ties of relationſhip, 
and fraternity, which we hereby acknowledge and contract, 
with the good citizens of England, and particularly with our 
friends of the Conſtitutional Society of Mancheſter. This 
letter of formal affiliation, which we addreſs to you as from 
the original ſociety of Friends of the Conſtitution fitting at 
Paris, is a ſure a pledge of our principles and of our ſenti- 
ments. It will be an eternal monument of our mutual phi- 
lanthrophy, an indeſtructible proof of the progreſs of hu- 
man reaſon, and will quickly furniſh to the other parts of 
your empire, to Scotland and Ireland, an example worthy of 
imitation. We have no doubt that the moment is at hand, 
when thouſands of patriotic deputies will aſſemble in the 
names of their reſpective nations, at ſome given place in 
Europe, to diſcuſs there, the great intereſts of general hu- 
manity, of peace, and of univerſal liberty. This novel, and 
all powerful federation, whoſe ſole,view ſhall be the happi- 
neſs and proſperity of the great family of the human race, 
will completely baniſh the paltry cunning and deceit of dip- 
lomatic intrigue; and thoſe ſecret negociations of fraud and 
impoſture, which anſwer no other purpoſe, than to create 
diviſion among nations, to ſubject them the more eaſily to 
oppreſſion. But 'tis over; the ſun of reaſon ſhines with 
meridian ſplendor all around, and in ſpite of the coalition 
of tyrants againſt us, the triumph of the friends of juſtice 
and humanity is certain. Worthy citizens of Mancheſter, 
you will participate in this triumph. 

We are, with the profoundeſt ſentiments of fraternal 
affection, your Brethren and Friends, 


DEeyrERREY AND Doprr, Secretaries. 
Cara, Vice-Preſident. 

Parts, April 14th, 1792. 

The 4th year of liberty. 


As the following Correſpondence is of a ſimilar Nature 
vith the preceding, and in ſome degree connected with it, 
? have thought fit to ſubjoin it. The reader will agree with 
me that it well deſerves to be peruſed and remembered on 
«count of its intrinſic Merit. | 
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SOCIETY FOR CONSTITUTIONAL INFORMATION, May 18, 
1792. At a Meeting held this Day, the following ADDREsg 
fo the FRIENDS of the CONSTITUTION at Paris, com- 
© monly called FACOBINS, and which was, ” the direction of 
#his Society, ſent to them laſ] week, wwas ordered for Publication: 


« Brathers and Fellow-Citizens of the World, 

e The cordial and affectionate reception with which you 
have honoured our worthy Countrymen, Mr. Trowss 
Coveer and Mr. James Warr, Members of the Society of 
Mancheſter, and united with our Society, has been commu- 
nicated to us by the correſpondence of thoſe Gentlemen. 
In offering you our congratulations on the glorious Re- 
volution which your Nation has accompliſhed, we ſpeak a 
language which only ſincerity can dictate. 

« The formality of Courts affords no example to us. 'To 
do our thoughts juſtice, we give to the heart the liberty it 
delights in, and hail you-as Brothers. | 

It is not among the leaſt of the Revolutions which time 
is unfokding to an aſtoniſhed world, that two Nations, nurſed 
by ſome wretched CRAFT in reciprocal hatred, fhould fo ſud- 
denly break their common odious chain, and ruſh into amity. 
Fhe principle that can produce ſuch an effect, is the offspring 
of no earthly Court; and whilſt it exhibits to us the expen- 
five iniquiry of former politics, it enables us, with bold feli- 
City, to {ay—We have done with them. 

In contemplating the a condition of Nations, we 
cannot conceive a more diabolical ſyſtem of Government, 
than that which has hitherto been generally practiſed over 
the world. To feed the Avarice, and gratify the wickedneſs 
of ambition, the fraternity of the human race has becn 
deſtroyed; as if the ſeveral Nations of the Earth had been 
created by rival Gods. Man has nat conſidered Man as the 
work of one Creator. 

« The political inſtitutions under which he hag lived, have 
been counter to whatever religion he profeſſed. Inſtcad ot 
that univerſal benevolence which the morality of every known 
religion declares, he has been politically bred to conſider 
his ſpecies as his natural enemy, and to deſcribe virtues and 
vices by a Geographical Chart. 

The principles we now declare are not peculiar to the 
Society that addreſſes ycu. They are extending themſelves, 
with accumulating force, through every part of our country, 
and derive ftrength from an ynion of cauſes which no other 
principle; admit. 
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« The religious friend of man, of every denomination, 
records them as his own ; they animate the lover of rational 
liberty; and they cheriſh the heart of the poor, now bend- 
ing under an oppreſſion of "Taxes, by a proſpect of relief. 

« We have againſt us only that ſame enemy, which is 
the enemy of Juſtice in all countries, a herd of Courtiers 
fattening on the ſpoil of the Public, 

« Tt would have given an additional triumph to our con- 
gratulations, if the equal Rights of Man (which are the 
foundation of your declaration of Rights) had been recog- 
nized by the Governments around you, and tranquilly eſtab- 
liſhed in all: But if deſpotiſm be ſtill reſerved to exhibit, by 
conſpiracy and combination, a farther example of infamy to 
future ages; that power that diſpoſes of events, beſt knows 
the means of making that example ſinally beneficial to his 
creatures. 

« We have beheld your peaccable principles inſulted by 
deſpotic ignorance ;z we have ſeen the right hand of fellow- 
ſhip, which you held out to the world, rejected by thoſe who 
riot on its plunder. 

« We now behold you a Nation provoked into defence 
and we can ſee no mode of defence equal to that of eſtab» 
liſhing the general freedom of Europe. 

« In this beſt of cauſes we with you ſucceſs—our hearts 
go with you—and in ſaying this, we belicve, we utter the 
yoice of MILLIONS, 


« Signed, by Order of the Society, 


« OHN CARTWRIGHT, Chairman, 
4 PD. ADAMS, Secretary.” 
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PROPOSITIONS reſpecting the FOUNDATION of Civit. GoverN- 
MENT; by Thomas CooPER. Read at the Literary and 
Philoſophical Society of MANCHESTER, on March 7, 1787, 
ond firft publiſhed in the Tranſattions of that Society, vol. 3. 
p. 481. Anno 1790. 


HAVE often thought that the natural rights of man- 
kind and the equitable principles of civil government, 
might be ſtated ſomewhat more briefly than I have any 
where ſeen them. With this view I have drawn up the 
following paper, containing the ſubſtance of many import- 
ant diſcuſſions concerning the great outlines of civil liberty. 
It is of great conſequence in my opinion, that a ſubject in 
which every member of ſociety is ſo immediately intereſted, 
ſhould be treated if poſſible ſo plainly as to be generally un- 
derſtood, and ſo briefly as to be eaſily remembered. I can- 
not ſay, however, that I have accompliſhed my own ideas in 
theſe reſpects; but where I have failed, I hope ſome other 
will ſucceed. At any rate, different modes of ſtating the 
ſame points cannot but have their uſe, eſpecially on a ſub- 
ject ſo important, and of ſuch direct and extenſive appli- 
cation, 

Prop. I. The right of exerciſing political power is either 
derived entirely from the conſent of the people over whom 
it is exerciſed, or it is not. If not, from whence it is 
derived ? 

Ten anſwers may in effect be given to this queſtion: of 
which the moſt part have already been propoſed and defend- 
ed reſpectively by writers expreſsly on the ſubject. 

I. I has been ſaid to be of divine appointment—derived 
from God. 

But which particular government is of divine appoint-- 
ment?* What particular form of government did he ap- 
point? 'To what man, or ſet of men, did he concede this 
political 


I have ſometimes ſtated the medium of proof directly, and ſometimes in 
— a queſtion, as it occurred. The latter mode is often ſhorter and 
amiliar, 
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pe authority? What were the terms of the grant? 


as it to him or them only to whom it was originally grant. 
ed, or to their poſterity alſo? Over how many men, or 
how many nations was this dominion to be excrciſed ? What 
evidence have we of the exiſtence of the grant at all? Do 
any of the preſent rulers throughout the univerſe derive 
their right from this fource, mediately or immediately? 
May it not be faid of every uſurper, as well as of the moſt 
legitimate monarch, “ the powers that be are ordained of 
God?” All theſe queſtions may be put, and ought to be 
reſolved before this anſwer can be admitted, but I have not 
hitherto met with a ſolution of any them. And it is to be 
obſerved, that no claim of this kind can be admitted which 
is not clear, preciſe, and incontrovertible. Nor does the 
burden of proof lie upon the people. If a fellow-creature 
informs me, that I 2:4 my poſterity are bound to obey his 
commands, it is not for me to prove that I am not ſo bound, 
but for him to prove that I am. 

2. From patriarchal authority and ſucceſſeve delegation from 
the patriarchs. a 
This is the exploded hypotheſis of Sir R. Filmer; but 

nting for a moment, what can never be eſtabliſhed, the 
ri, of the patriarchs to govern during the period of their 
exiſtence, who can prove a right in them to tranſmit their 
power to others who come not under the ſame venerable 
deſcription, or the uninterrupted deſcent, or ſucceſſion, of 
thoſe who would now arrogate the tranſmiſſion ? | 
3. From parental authority: the head of a family who firf 
fetthed in any country having the right of governing his de- 
feendants. 

This is ſomewhat ſimilar to the proceeding ſource of po- 
litical dominion: at any. rate, however, it can only extend 
over the progeny of the /iving parent; a delegation to the 
eldeſt brother for inſtance, or to any other perſon, not be- 
ing of this deſcription. But granting for a moment this 
right of delegation in the head of a family, to how many 
ſucceſſixe generations. does it extend? Or how can it apply 
to the Hat circumſtances of political affairs in any nation 
whatever? Moreover, as the chief if not the only good 
reaſons that can be aſſigned for ſubmiſſion in ſuch a caſe to 
parental authority, is, the greater experience of age, and 
the greater incitement from parental affection to act with 2 
ſole view to the good of the family, this authority _ 
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ceaſe with the life of the parent, becauſe the reaſons them 
ſelves for the ſubmiſſion will then ceaſe : for without the 
ift of ſupernatural foreſight no man can tell what new 
caſes will ariſe in the ſucceeding generation, or what kind 
of a governor his immediate ſucceſſor will prove: and every 
generation weakens almoſt to annihilation the mere tie of 
parental affection. But farther, on what ground can a pas 
rent, even during life, claim the abſolute direction of cons 
duct over a ſon of forty years of age for inſtance? Suppoſe _ 
the ſon ſhould think the parent wrong and himſelf right, 
ought he to act according to the dictates of his own con- 
ſcience, or according to the commands of a father poſſibly 
of leſs underſtanding, and of decayed faculties? In fact it 
is now univerſally agreed that there are caſes and times when 
parental authority ceaſes to become abſolute, and changes 
into advice. 

4. The acquieſſence of a parent under any exiſting government 
binds the family. 

Ca.) This does not relate to the origin and foundation of 
civil government, for there could be no ſuch acquieſcence 
before the government in queſtion exiſted. / The parent 
cannot bind the ſon to perpetual ſubmiſſion even to parental 
authority, and much leſs to the authority of others. fe If 
this ſource of authority were well tounded, then would the 
acquieſcence of a parent under tyranny and deſpotiſm, bind 
the ſon to obey likewiſe. (d) It is always allowed that na 
parent can deprive his ſon of his perſonal rights; he may 
limit what belongs to himſelf, the property he means to trani- 
mit, as he pleaſes; but he has no right to what belongs to the 
fon. (e This ſource would preclude all additions to, or 
diminutions of, the governing power, in any way whatever 
after the death of the father; for to ſuch, the parental ac- 
quieſcence could not apply, and the then government would 
no longer be binding. (/) All the objections to the laſt 
anſwer (the third) apply in ſubſtance to this. g This an- 
ſwer, like the reſt, is a gratis dictum; an unproved affertions 

5. The perſonal acquieſcence. of the governed, under the go- 
vernment exiſting. 

If ſuch an acquieſcence be the reſult of force, and inabi- 
lity to reſiſt, it amounts to nothing, and is no real acquieſ- 
cence, If it be voluntary, it amounts to an implied aflent, 
and then the perſons governed are ſo governed with their 
own conſent. As applied to the origin of n this 

ource 
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ſource of authority thus expreſſed cannot be admitted; for 
none then exiſted. 

6. It may be ſaid that men are BokN ſubjefts of ſome par- 
ticular flate, and that in conſequence of this, they owe perpetual 

ance to the government thereof. 

This has been, and {till is ſaid, but it has never been 
proved. ) It applies not to the origin of government, 
and before the particular ſtate in queſtion was conſtituted: 
and it may here be obſerved once for all, that as none of the 
nations upon Ggarth has exiſted as a political community from 
all eternity, every ſuch political community muſt have had 
an origin, or begirming of ſome kind; and if the political 
dominion was improperly obtained by the governors original- 
ly, the forcible continuance of it by their ſucceſſors, cannot 
make their authority equitable. Long continuance cannot 
alter the nature of iniquity and convert it into juſtice. (e 
This ſource of dominion would ſatisfy the groſſeſt ryranny and 
deſpotiſm. (d It may well be denied that there is any thing 
in the mere circumſtance of being born in this or that part of 
the globe, that can equitably ſubject any one to the perpetual 
government of any other of his fellow-creatures : and if it be 
placed upon the circumſtance of the parents being ſubjects, 
the preceding objections to parental acquieſcence, apply. (e 
This anſwer converts human beings into a ſpecies of proper- 
ty. / It is contrary to the maxim, that allegiance and 
protection are reciprocal, for a man may renounce protec- 
tion. (g) It makes the people born for the government, 
inſtead of the government being created for the people. 

7. 4s it not derived from preſcription, from long continuance? 

No: for it could not have been of long continuance when i 
it was firſt exerciſed; and if it could, preſcription gives no 8 
right but in the poſitive inſtitutes of municipal law; even i 
there, ſeries annorum non conſecrat errorem. 5 

8. Does nat actual power, the paſeſſiom of force give right? * 
No: for if ſo, then is any man juſtified in deſpoiling 1 
another, provided the firſt be the ſtronger. Moreover if » 
might give right, then ought every parent of ſixty or ſeventy ſe 
to be in abſolute ſuhjection to his more powerful ſon of thirty. 9 
9. From conqueſt. d: 
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With reſpect to the original derivation of civil authority 

/ this claim is nugatory: conqueſt muſt neceſſarily have been 
poſterior to communities, or conqueſt itſelf could not have 
been. 6 


Conqueſt 


7 
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1 
Conqueſt, however, is in all caſes purſued either Ca) for 


the mere purpoſes of ambition and increaſe of territory: or 
{b) in purſuit of a war in ſome other way unjuſtly com- 
menced on the part of the conquerors: or Ce to compel 
reſtitution for a national injury committed; or (d) to pre- 
vent any farther attempt of the ſame kind where there is 
good ground to ſuſpect ſuch an intention. 

In the caſes (a and ( conqueſt can never ſupport the 
claim in queſtion; for an act of injuſtice can never be the 
foundation of an equitable right. | 

In the caſe c 4 if the vanquiſhed nation make reſtitution, 
no farther claim lies againſt them, and it ſeldom if ever hap- 
pens that reſtitution cannot be made. If not, then it may 
de granted that the conquering nation may diſpoſe of, or de- 
tain ſuch part of the territorial poſſeſſions of the vanquiſhed 
as are ſufficient to ſatisfy the damage ſuſtained. But when 
tr/:nal reſiſtance has ceaſed, no claim can exiſt againſt the 
ferſons of the vanquithed, and 2 fortiori none againſt their 
children and deſcendants. This caſe, therefore, furniſhes 
no ground for the right to political authority and permanent 
dominion. With reſpect to the territory detained, the ori- 
ginal inhabitants who chooſe to remain, or others who ac- 
cept or purchaſe portions thereof, do ſo upon certain termsz 
ſo that the power over them muſt be derived from compact, 
i, e. their own conſent. Theſe obſervations will apply allo 
to the caſe (d. 

10. But do net ſuperior abilities, or ſuperior attainments 
confer the right of ruling ? 

No: for (a) there is juſt the ſame reaſon for a perſon's 
interference in my private buſineſs, becauſe he pretends to 
know-more of it than I do, as there is for his interference 
ia my public buſineſs on the ſame pretence. ( Moreover, 

the community or the individual the right of deciding 
who poſſeſſes ſuch? Surely not the latter, or the claims 
would be infinite; and if the former, then for whatever 
reaſon the authority is conferred, it is derived from the con- 
{ent of the community. (e Public tranſactions do not re- 
quire more than ordinary talents. A man of common un- 
derſtanding with the requiſite application to the neceſſary 
ſtudies, is as equal to the public as to the private depart- 
monts of life. (d) This ſcheme would introduce all 
the evils of competition. (e Connections and riches would 
perpetually interfere, ſo as to render the choice impraCtica» 
bie on the ſole ground of ability. (/, An a large commu- 

0 


nity 


— 


[ 598 ] 


tity it would be impoſſible to determine who had the beſt 
title on this ſcore. 
; Beſide theſe I think no other ſources of political authority 
can be pointed out; and as none of theſe appear to furniſh 
ſufficient ground for the claim, but are all ſubject to inſu- 
perable objections, I conclude, that the right of exercifng 
ical power, whether about to commence or attually exiſting, 
i derived ſolely from the people. Of courſe, wherever ſuch 
power is exerciſed, unleſs by virtue of a compact expreſs, 
or upon ſufficient ground implied, ſuch exertion is TYRAaNxy, 
II. But the people (i. e. a multitude of individuak) can 
have no right to excreiſe power, authority, or diminion over 
a fellow-creature, in their collective capacity, except in thoſe 
caſes where they had ſuch a right in their capacity of indi- 
viduals. The people is a term, expreſſing an aggregate of in- 
- dividuals; and the rights of the people (previous to compat) 
are no other than the aggregate of the rights belonging in 
common to the individuals who compote the people. If any 
other rights be aſcribed to e people, whence are they de- 
rived? Excepting therefore ſuch cafes as theſe, viz. the 
right of parental dominion until manhood; the right of 
bodily coercion to prevent an injury being offered; the 
right of repelling an injury attempted; and the right of 
compelling reſtitution for an injury committed, it will 
follow from this and the ſirſt propofition, that no power, 
authority, or dominion can juſtly be exercifed over any in- 
dividual which has not been precedently derived from his 
own conſent. Caſes of infancy, idiocy, lunacy, coverture, 
and others fimilar, are evidently included in the preceding 
exception: ſuch perſons alſo being either naturally or by 
compact, /ui incompetes, incapable of ſelf-dire&tion. With 
reſpe& however to unmarried women at years of diſcretion, 
the common practice of nations appears to be ine quitable, 
and perhaps indeed to the marricd.* 
III. The 


* Since theſe Propoſitions were firſt publiſhed, I have repeatedly confilered 
the Subject of the Rights of Women, and I am perfectly unable to ſuggel: 
any Argument in ſupport of the political Superiority ſo generally arrogated 
by the Male Sex, which will not equally apply to any Syſtem of Deſpotiſm 
of Man over Man. he firſt of theſc Pxoro5s!TIONS ο CivIt Govern 
MENT, is juſt as applicable to Women as to Wen. The fat is, that we 
behave to the female ſex, much in the fame Manner as we behave to the 
Poor. We firſt keep their Minds, and then their Perſons in Sub eQicn. 
We edu ate Women from Infancy to Marriage, in ſuch a Way as to d litate 
both their corporcal and their mental powers. All the accompliſhments we 
teach them are directed, not to their fature benefit in Life, but to the Amvſc- 
ment of the Male Sex; and having for @ Scrics of Years with much aſfiduity, 
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III. The authority of the governors, is derived from the 


conſent of the governed. But no man can reaſonably be 
preſumed, voluntarily to have delegated to another any do- 
minion over himſelf, but for his own good; and in expec- 
tation of ſomething in return at leaſt equivalent to the con- 
ceſſion. Nor can any man be ſuppoſed to prefer the ſtate 


of civil ſociety, but with a proſpect of living more happily 


upon the whole by becoming a member of ſuch a ſtate, 
than otherwiſe. Hence, the happineſs of the community 
(i. e. of the individuals who compoſe it) is the great end and 
object of civil ſociety; and the regulations adopted, are or 
ought to be, no other than the means to that end. 

V. Farther, as no man can reafonably be preſumed to 
have made a voluntary ſurrender of any right previouſly en- 
joyed, or to have ſubmitted voluntarily to any ſubjection, 
but in expectation that in the ſum of happineſs upon the 
whole he would be no loſer by ſo doing; it follows, that no 
right can be preſumed to be given up, or any dominion de- 
legated, but what is abſolutely neceſiary to attain the great 
odject of civil ſociety, viz. his own happineſs in common 
with that of the other individuals who have done the ſame; 
otherwiſe we muſt ſuppoſe a voluntary conceſſion of rights 
for the benefit of others, and a voluntary ſubjection to the 
will of others without an expected equivalent in return: 
which, except in the caſes of tamily connections, or obliga- 
tions conferred, or pecuttar friendſhip, is abſurd. 

V. Alſo, wherever it can be made highly probable that 
from the nature of civil ſociety, it cannot afford an equiva=- 
lent for any particular right ſuppoſed to be ſurrendered, we 

O 2 may 


and ſometimes at much expence, incapacitated them for any ſerious Occuna- 
tion, we ſay they are not fit to govern themſelves, and arrogate the right of 
making them our Slaves thro' Life. Thus we too frequently wed play things, 
and not Friends and Companions; and wr in our turn are the Dupes of cunt» 
ning, and the Victims of all the petty paſſions, as a juſt reward for the Fy- 
ranncal Maxims we are at ſuch pains to inculcate. I have read the Writings 
of Mrs. M. Graham, of Miſs Wolſtencroft, of Mrs. Barbauld, of Mr. 
Montague, Miſs Carter, Miſs Seward, Mrs. Dobſon, Mrs. Wiikams, &c. 
in England —L have converſcd with 'Iheroigne, with Madame Condorcet, 
Madame Robut, Madame Lavoifier, & in Paris. I have often felt my 
own Inferiority, and often lamented the preſent iniquitons and moſt abſurd 
notions on the Subject of the diſparity of Sexes. I have couverſed with 
Politicians, and read the writings of politicians, but I have ſeldom met with 
views more enlarged, more juſt, more truly patriotic; or with political res- 

ungs more acute, or arguments more forcible, than in the Converſation of 
Theroigne, and the Writings of Mifs Wolſtencroft. Let the Deſcuders of 
mae Deſporifa atuwer, if they can * Tux RaguTs or Weng. 
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may fairly conclude that ſuch right never was or could have 
been ſurrendered. Thus the right of a man to the exclu- 
ſive ſociety of his wife, the right of a parent to educate h- 
children in his own way, the right of following the dictates 
of conſcience in matters of religion, the right of reſiſting a 
ſudden attempt to deprive one of life, &c. are ſuch as have 
no equivalent to my knowledge in any thing that ſociety 
can Beſtow. It cannot therefore in equity be preſumed that 
theſe rights are renounced on becoming a member of poli. 
tical ſociety, nor can ſociety be preſumed to require the re- 
nunciation of that, which it cannot purchaſe by an equi- 
valent. 

VI. By Prop. III. & /q. wherever the power or domi- 
nion delegated is inconfiſtent with the object of civil ſociety, 
for which alone it was delegated, the perſons delegating muſt 
have a right of recalling or annulling partially or totally, as 
circumſtances may require, that power which no longer an- 
ſwers the ends of its creation. * ratione ceſſat et ipſa 
lex. Hence alſo, the propriety of frequent reviſions of po- 
litical conſtitutions. For experience alone can determine 
the kind and degree of power which is abſolutely neceſſary 
and no more, to effect the purpoſes of civil ſociety. With 
_— to which indeed our knowledge hitherto ſeems in its 
infancy. 

VII. In cafe of any diſpute reſpecting authority claim- 
ed, the burden of proof lies rigorouſly upon the claim- 
ants. For it is ſtriftly incumbent on every man before he 
acts, to be certain that he is not about to do an act of in- 
Juſtice, more eſpecially if the ſlighteſt intimation be given 
that this may be the confequenee. Nor is it at all incum- 
bent on thoſe who are the objects of exerted authority to 
prove that no ſuch authority equitably exiſts; for it is indiſ- 
putable that no man is bound to prove a negative. Expe- 
rience moreover ſhews the liability to abuſe of entruſted au- 
thority, and the conſequent propriety of inſiſting on this 
condition. 

VIII. For the fame reaſon, wherever the renunciation of a 
right on the part of the governed, is claimed by the governors 
as neceſſary to the ends of ſociety, it is incumbent on the 
latter (more eſpecially if required) to point out clearly the 
neceſſity alledged. Exerted authority, where the propricty 
demanded is not ſhewn, is the ſame as if it were improper!y 
li. 6. tyrannically) exerted, De non apparentibus et nom ex- 
NMentibus eadem eft ratio, | | 

EX. Nor 
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IX. Nor can the renunciation of any right be demanded 
of one individual which may not be equally required of 
every other individual of the community, otherwiſe fociety 
will be benefited at the expence of an act of injuſtice; for 
it ought to be preſumed that every member of a communi- 
ty enters into it upon equal terms with the reſt, there being 
no reaſon in the nature of the thing, why ſome ſhould be 
ſuppoſed to join voluntarily in a ſociety under peculiar diſ- 
advantages, or to conſent that excluſive privileges ſhould be- 
long to others. | 

X. Hence if from peculiar circumſtances the good of the 
community require that ſome part of its members thould 
give up certain of their rights, or be in any way reſtrained in 
the enjoyment of them, this can only be inſiſted on in the 
way of purchaſe; and a full equivalent is due to thoſe who 
thus contribute to the good of the community out of the 
common proportion of the reſt of its members. Of courſe, 
where ſociety has no equivalent to beſtow in return for the 
renunciation or reſtriction of any right on the part of ſuch 
of its members from whom it is expected, this renunciation 
or re(triction cannot be compelled without an act of injuſtice. 

XI. Neither is it to be preſumed that on entering into 
ſociety we have ſurrendered the right of doing that, which; 
independent of ſociety and antecedent thereto, it was our 
duty to perform. A debt from A to B can never be cancel- 
ed by any agreement between A and C wherein B is no way 
concerned. It is a duty (tor inſtance) incumbent upon every 
man, whether he be or be not a member of ſociety to wor- 
ſhip God in that way which his judgment points out as the 
moſt proper; nor can any compact expreſs or implied be- 
tween him, and others of his fellow-creatures juſtity any 
breach whatever of his duty to his Creator. 
NMI. Moreover as the intent or end of ſociety is the pro- 

motion of the happineſs of the individuals who compoſt it, 
and as the benefits of ſociety can extend to or be enjoyed 
during a part of our exiſtence only—we may infer generally, 
that the means of promoting our happineſs in ſociety (i. c 
the regulations we ſubmit to therein) ought to coincide with 
the means we are to uſe for promoting our bappineſs upon 
the whole of our exiſtence, and when "olitical fociery with 
reſpect to us, ſhall be no more. Otherwiſe ſocisty, inſtead 
of adding to our happineſs upon the whole, would decreaſe 
it, and the ſole object of its inſtitution would be — - 
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XIII. It is to be obſerved, however, that we are not per. 
mitted to do ewil that good may come; for any enormity might 
be juſtified upon ſuch a pretence. So that, if any perſon 
under an idea that he is performing a duty of ſuperior obli- 
gation to thoſe of ſociety, does an injury to the perſon or 
the property of his neighbour, it will be perfectly conſiſtent 
with the ends of ſociety that ſuch perſon be puniſhed; not 
indeed under the notion of preventing his obedience to the 
dictates of his conſcience, but upon the general ground of 
preventing and repreſſing injurious conduct. For without 
this the ends of ſociety could never be accompliſhed, nor 
could ſociety itſelf exiſt; while the puniſhment of the per- 
fon injuring, on the other pretence, viz. becauſe we think 
his conſcience is milinformed would be a groſs act of injus- 
tice; and equally applicable againſt ourſelves as againſt him, 
Moreover the right of repelling an injury, would have be- 
longed to the perſon injured on whatever pretence it were 
offered, had fociety never exiſted. This reaſoning is agree» 
able to the common axioms of, fic utere tus ut aliens non ledas, 
And, rights inconſiſtent with, or deſtructive of each other, 
cannot exiſt. | 

The fix laſt propoſitions, are applicable to the ſubject of 
reli giaus liberty. 

- XIV, Society is intented to promote the happineſs of the 
individuals who compoſe it. Hence the intereſt (i. e. the 
happineſs) of the majority, is to be preferred to that of the 
minority. Otherwiſe ſociety would produce a decreaſe, and 
not an addition to the ſum of temporal happineſs It is po-. 
fable indeed, that promoting the intereſt of the minor part, 
might in ſome particular cate produce a degree of happineſs 
equal to ten, while promoting the intereſt of the major-part, 
in thatparticular caſe might produce adegree of happine ſs equal 
only to nine. In ſuch a caſe the degree ten ought perhaps 
to be preferred. But as we are not in poſſeſſion of a ſuth- 
cient number of data, in the preſent ſtate of human affairs, 
to aſceriain ſuch a point as this, it cannot practically be no- 
ticed. So that the general rule in this propoſition holds 
- XV. Hence, excepting thoſe rights which it would be 
inconſiſtent with the ends of ſociety to renounce, or that 
are unneceſſary to the ends of ſociety, or connected with 
duties of prior or ſuperior obligation to thoſe of fociety— 
the intereſt of any one or auy number of individuals conſti- 
* I tuting 
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of judging of theſe circumſtances. 
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tuting the minority only, muſt be preſumed to be conceded 
where it interferes with the intereſt of the majority. | 

XVI. Hence alſo, for every practical purpoſe the majo- 
rity is ſynonymous with the ſociety. ö 
XVII. The fame reaſons will hold with reſpect to all 
thoſe caſes where the opinions of the individuals who com- 
poſe the ſociety, are requiſite concerning any propoſed means 
of compaſſing the ends of ſociety. For if the opinions of 
the few were in all caſes to be deemed of equal weight with 
the opinions of the many, the object of ſociety would be 
perpetually fruſtrated, nor could ſociety itſelf long exiſt. 
XVIII. Moreover, in all caſes where the ſentiments of 
the majority cannot be aſcertained numeratim or individually, 
it muſt of neceſſity be preſumed than an aide majority is 2 
true majority: for where every one may be active who chuſes, 
the preſumption is equal on both ſides of the queſtion con- 
cerning thoſe who are apparently neuter. Hence, whenever 
an opportunity is given to all, publicly to ſignify their ſenti- 
ments on any general queftions, the majority of thoſe who 
thus actually fignify their ſentiments, ought to be accounted 
the majority of the whole. 

XIX. But as it is impoſſible even for the majority of a 
ſociety, to act individually without ſuch confuſion as would 
defeat the end of the aſſembly, unleſs in very ſmall commu- 
nities, a few muſt of neceflity be deputed to act for the 
many. c 2 | 
The propoſitions reſpecting majorities, will of courſe 
hold true concerning theſe (comparative) few. | 
XX. The few, thus deputed to act for the many, of 
courſe alſo, receive all their authority from their conſtitu- 
ents, for there is no other ſource, confiſtent with the maxim 
already exhibited. n it 
XXI. As this authority is conceded for ſome end or pur- 
poſe, it muſt of courſe be limited in extent and duration by 
the end or purpoſe for which it was created: hence the per- 
ſons deputing, muſt have a right remaining of extending or 
limiting, continuing or annulling the delegated authority, 
a the circumſtarices for which it was granted may from time 
to time require. Alſo, as the happineſs of the commun ty 
and not merely of the repreſentatives or perſons deputed, 
conſtitute the object of ſociety, the majority of the com- 
munity, i. e. of the perſons deputing, muſt have the right 
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XVI. If therefore the perſons deputed extend their au- 
thority in continuance or degree, either beyond what the 
circumſtances require for which it was delegated; or beyond 
or without or againſt the inclinations of the majority of the 
perſons deputing them, the rights of the latter are infringed 
and they are injured. 

XXIII. But every man who does an injury to another, of 
whatever kind or to whatever extent, is accountable to the 
perfon injured, who may demand redreſs. Hence whenever 
the perſons deputed exerciſe their authority inconſiſtently 
with the ends for which it was committed to them, they 
are accountable to the people who committed it. But as the 
people who committed it retain the right of judging whether 
it be properly exerted or not, the perſons to whom it is 
committed are accountable to the people univerſally. That 
is, the governors of whatever deſcription in every ſociety 
upon earth are accountable to the governed. 

XXIV. By Prop. I. and II. no perſon can juſtly exerciſe 
any power or dominion over another, but what is prece- 
deatly derived from that other: nor indeed can any other 
definition in ſubſtance be given of ſlavery than, * that ſtate 
& or condition in which a man is governed without“ his 
« conſent.” Sometimes indeed the caſes may be ſo few and 
the degree ſo ſlight, that it paſſes unnoticed. But that the 
eſſence of ſlavery is ſuch as above deſcribed, will be evident 
ta any one who will be at the pains of thinking on the ſub- 
jet. Hence if any member of a ſociety is deprived of the 
means of afſenting or diflenting, either by bimſelf or his 
repreſentative, to the regulations of that ſociety to which 
he isat the ſame time obnoxious in quality of being a mem- 
ber thereof; or if through any circumſtances which do not 
affect the individuals of the community in common as well 
as himſelf, or to which he hath not bad an opportunity of 
previouſly aſſenting, his aſſent or diſſent is rendered ineſ- 
fectual, ſuch perſon is clearly under a dominion and rule 
which is not ultimately derived from himſelf: his tate with 
reſpect to thoſe regulations and the executive oſſicers of 
them, is a ſtate of ſlavery, and the enforcement of thoſe 
regulations with reſpect to him is tyranny. Nor is the nature 
of tc thing changed becauſe others are ſufferers as well as 
—— or becauſe the tyranny is only exerted to a certain 
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 XXV. The caſe of a ſtranger, not permanently reſident, 


1 is hardly an exception to the preceding propoſition, for by 
e the terms, ſuch an one is not a member of the ſociety in 
d queſtion, but of ſome other. And, in fact, his voluntary 
ic relidence in or paſlage through the territory of any ſociety 
d but his own, amounts to an aſſent for the time to the regula- 

tions of that ſociety which he thus voluntarily enters. 
f XXVI. It is a queſtion, however, much more difficult to 
e determine, whether the right of ſuffrage, ſhould be in any 
r degree regulated by the poſſeſſion of property, or be conſi- 
7 dered as a right ſimply attached to the pen. For my own 
y part, after much conſideration, I incline to think that a line 
e of excluſion may be drawn, and that no injuſtice is done by 
r debarring thoſe from voting in the choice of national repre- 
Is ſentatives, who on account of their poverty, are exempted 
it from the payment of all taxes. For, firſt, no perſon can 
7 demand to interfere in framing laws, who contributes no- 

thing to the expence of enacting or enforcing them. Se- 
e condly, Nor can any one demand this, who poſſeſſes no 
* oſtenble pledge that he will ſubmit to the execution of 
r them. Thirdly, By far the greateſt part of laws relate to 
e objects in which ſuch a perſon has no intereſt. For inſtance, 
1s it is abſurd to give a right of legiſlating concerning the 
d property of others to thoſe who have none of their own; 
e and who riſk nothing on the event of their own regulations. 
it Fourthly, A certain quantity of territory is eſſentially ne- 
> ceſlary to the exiſtence of a political community; and it is 
ie optional to the poſſeſſors thereof, to admit or reject as mem- 
is ders of the community upon their own terms, thoſe who 
h hare no proprietary or uſufructuary right to any ſuch terri- 
* tory; provided alſo it be left optional to the latter, to ac- 
Nt cept or reject a memberſhip on the terms propoſed. Fifth- 
ll Ir, As ſo large a portion of the laws of every community 
ff conſiſt of regulations concerning property, the right of 
1 ſuffrage ought to be conſidered as connected with both the 
£ objects of law, viz. perſons and property. Even it two 
a leparate legiſlatures were provided, one for a civil, and the 
f other for a criminal code, yet would the preceding objections 
ſe hold with reſpect to the latter. Sixthly, the excluſion on 
e the ground above-mentioned, would extend to ſo ſmall a 
portion of the ſociety, that where the repreſentation is ade- 


quate there would be little _ but the regulations — 
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ed would accord with the inclinations of a majority of the 
aH community. 

To the preceding reaſons may be added, the difficulty of 
aſcertaining who had or had not voted before any particular 
diſtrict, if mere perfonaltity gave this right—the probable 
ſuſpicion of want of knowledge and independence in this 
claſs of people—the conſideration that thoſe who enjoyed 
the right in queſtion, would be equally intereſted with the 
perſons excluded, as to thoſe laws in which alone the latter 
could claim an intereſt the ſtimulous to exertion, which 
the excluſion itſelf would furnith—and the ſuperior facility 
with which the ſuffrages of a community could be collected, 
if confined to houſeholders paying (as the term is in Eng. 
land) ſcot and lot. 

Notwithſtanding however I incline upon the whole to the 
propriety of ſuch an excluſion as here propoſed, I itil! think 
the ſubject requires more diſcuſſion than has yet been given 
it; and that to make the excluſion itſelf equitable, no pu- 
niſhment ought to be enjoined involving the claſs excluded, 
which every other individual would not be equally ſubj:& 
to, for the ſame crime; and alſo that no regulations ovght 
to be made reſpecting the individuals of the. claſs thus e. 
cluded, and thoſe of any other, which in their operation 
would not be equally beneficial to both; and laſtly, that 
free egreſs out of the community ſhould be allowed to all 
thoſe who are diſinclined to ſtay in it; in which caſe perhaps 
an implied conſent may fairly be preſumed on the part ot 
thoſe who voluntarily remain.“ 

XXVII. This laſt condition is indeed contrary to a maxim 
(I believe) univerſal among municipal lawyers, viz. that 
« the natural born ſubject of a ſtate is under an obligation 
&« to perpetual allegiance”—a maxim (already noticed in 
Prop. I. and) beyond all doubt abſurd and tyrannical—ab- e 


1 — 1 tn... tt lr th 1 


wy — — 2 ¶ — — tes 


ſurd in as much as all civil ſociety is founded on compact, 0 
and no compact can be valid unleſs between parties able and 2 
willing to contract; but the mere fortuitous circumſtance of f 
being born here or there in this ſtate or that, is not under ci 
the controul of the native at the time, nor is ability or wit al 
lingneſs then predicable concerning him; nor can any ng a 
| 

00 
he reader will have ſeen, that having thought more maturely up"! 4} 
the ſubject, I have changed my opinion for reaſons already aſſigned. I lea ri 


the paſſage here as it ſtands, becauſe it contains a ſummary of the argumen 
eu the ſide of the queſtion which I have abandoned. 
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be ſhewn in a parent to make an indefeaſible contract on the 
part of his child, to be performed when the latter is no 
longer under the controul of the former : tyrannical this 
maxim is, becauſe whatever may be the government, how- 
ever deſpotic in principles or practice, it arrogates perpetual 
indefeaſible dominion, underived from the conſent, expreſs 
or implied, of the perſon governed. This particular queſtion 
however I thall treat expreisly much more at large, at ſome 
future opportunity. 

XXVIII. 'The preceding propoſitions have been deduced 
abſtractedly from the conſideration of any particular ſociety, 
and appear to hold univerſally true concerning ſociety itſelf; 
and therefore where a civil ſociety is already formed, theſe 
propoſitions ought to be conſidered as the terms and foun- 
dations of the implied compact among the members; the 
oppoſite propoſitions being inequitable. Hence whether a 
man is about to enter for the firſt time as a member of any 
political community; or whether (fortuitouſly with reſpect to 
himſelf) he finds himſelf already a member of ſuch a com- 
munity, his rights are {till the ſame, and all dominion over 
him muſt ultimately be derived from his own conſent ex- 
preſsly given or equitably implied. 

XXIX. Wherever therefore any political government is 
not conſtituted and exerciſed in comformity to this grand 
maxim, „ that all power is derived from the people,” and 
the evident conſequences deducible from that maxim—the 
governed are injured; and deprived of rights, which may 
be proved to belong to them. So that the people in every 
nation upon earth, may juſtly demand that the government 
under which they live, be altered in conformity to that 
maxim, wherever it is not ſo already. 

XXX. But it is univerſally allowed, that wherever a right 
exiſts, there exiſts alſo concomitantly, a right to the means 
of obtaining itz elſe the right itſelf is nugatory. So that if 
any right belonging to the people, ſhould be forcibly in- 
fringed, or withholden from them by the governors of any 
community, after repeated applications for redreſs in a peace- 
able way, the former have a right forcibly to obtain it. 

XXXI. Alſo from Prop. VI. and XXI. it may be de- 
duced univerſally that whenever any alteration in the form 
of government, or change in the officers of government 
appears eligible to the majority of the people, they have a 
right to inſiſt on ſuch alteration or change, whether the 
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6fficers before appointed were temporary or hereditary, 
For, whether the office itſelf, or the officers, anſwer the 
purpoſe of their appointment, muſt be decided either by 
the governors or the governed. This right of determina. 
tion ought not to belong to the former, becauſe they not 
only may, but generally have an intereſt oppolite to the 
welfare of the whole community—the honours, the power 
and the emoluments annexed to offices of government, be. 
ing univerſally defirable, the poſſeſſors will be perpetually 
mduced to ſupport their own continuance in the enjoyment 
of them, whether neceſſary or otherwiſe to the ends of ſo- 
ciety, 'The people however con have no intereſt but that of 
the community at large (i. e. of themſelves) and of courſe 
can have no other object in determining, but the object itſelf 
for which ſociety was formed. 

The will of the people therefore (i e. of the majority) 
aſcertained as correctly as the nature of the caſe will admit 
is of itſelf a ſufficient reaſon for any change whatever, in 
the conſtitution of a kingdom or the officers of government. 

XXXII, As the people have this right, they have alſo a 
right to the means of enabling them to exerciſe it: other. 
wiſe (as I have obſeryed before) the right itſelf is nugatory; 
n mere name, Hence after every peaceable method of ob- 
taining any political change, has been repeatedly uſed in 
vain on the part of the people, the latter will be juſtified 
in rifing to compe/ an obedience to their commands. 

XXXIII. But as it cannot be ſuppoſed that the majority of 
the le will rife at one and the ſame inſtant of time, ſome 
muſt riſe before others. So that if the common and peaceable 
methods to obtain a compliance with the requiſitions of the 
people, have been unſucceſsfully repeated, any number of 
men howeyer ſmall are juſtified in making a beginning, 
where a beginning muſt neceſſarily be made: nor can any 
general reaſonings, nor do any hiſtorical facts warrant the 
opinion that ſuch changes or alterations will eyer be attempt- 
ed on light ground: that burden muſt be heavy indeed which 
a whole people unite to ſhake off, 

XXXIV. But as every member of ſociety ought to aim at 
the welfare of the community, and of courſe ſhould endea- 
your to produce the — balance of good upon the 
whole; in caſe any alteration although deſirable to the ma- 
jority of the nation, if attempted by force, is likely to pro- 


duce a conſiderable degree of reſiſtance from the officers in 
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power, the good to be obtained by the alteration ought to 
be compared with the evils likely to enſue from the enforce- 
ment of it; and if the latter, obviouſly preponderate, no 
man can be juſtified in attempting ſuch alteration by force 
at that opportunity. 

In all caſes however it is to be conſidered in the compari- 
ſon, that the evils, will moſt probably afflict the preſent ge- 
neration only: the good, will moſt probably endure to poſte- 
rity for an indefinite length of time. Thus England enjoys 
the benefit of the exertions of the people under the tyrants 
John, Charles, and James even at this day: the evils of 
thoſe exertions were confined to a generation or two. 

Such are the principal deductions, from that grand max- 
im, the very corner ſtone of legitimate government, that 
all power is derived from the people. Deductions, which 
the rulers of the earth have ſeldom inclined to admit, as 
they tend to the abolition of uſurped authority. But thoſe 
only will inveigh againſt promulgating the civil rights of 
mankind, who either mean to infringe thoſe rights, or have 
ſome intereſt or other in defending thoſe who do. Sedition 
againſt the officers of government, is a fruitful ſource of 
criminal juriſdiction ; while ſedition againſt the majeſty of 
the people, is a crime unknown to the penal code, and uni- 
verſally practiſed with impunity and in caſes out of number 
arrogated as a right, by the ſervants of the people in every 
nation upon earth. 

The ſtructure of political oppreſſion however, begins now 
to totter: its day is far ſpent: the extenſion of knowledge 
has undermined its foundations, and I hope the day is not 
far diſtant when in Europe at leaſt, one ſtone of the fabric 
will not be left upon another. 


FINIS. 
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Tage 10. for Landon, read London 


for Bergarac read Bergerac. 
12. line r, for « The” read“ They“ N | 
15. line 23 from the top, after“ They are” read © beginning to be 
16. line 2 from the bottom, for“ true” read mere“ 
17. line 31 from the top, for © oppoſite” read “ oppoſing” 
line laſt but one of the Note, for © Previleges read © Priveleges” 
19. line 13 from the top after © but” inſert © to" 
24. line 13 from the top for“ ne“ read “ ni” 
28, line 2 for“ here“ read © therefore” 
37. line 5 from the bottom for “ ſupeaior” read “ ſuperior” 
43- line 30 from the top, for © twenty” read © forty” and for 
« more than” read © near” 
44. line 11 from the top, after “ exiſtence” read & even” 
55. line 5 from the top, for © 35,0000.” read © 350,001.” 
$8. line 27 from the top, for “ an annual loſs” read “ a loss 
65. line 10 from the top, for“ Moreover” read“ Farther” 


69. line 6 from the top, for new - ſound“ read © new- formed“ 


75- line laſt of Note the firſt, for addition” read (edition“ 
76. line 29 from the top, for Men“ read“ Man.” 
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